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TO THE 


T fincere Aim being ſtill to clear the 
Truth, 7# order unto Peace, / have 


$ Hiſtory, givenby Mr. W. and Mr, A.which 
Smndry Inſtances, is ſo very diſtant from Truth, 
t twill be difficult for them- to bear a Dete- 
Wm ; But being aſſured by my Presbyterian, as 
# as other Brethren, that Mr, Alſop's Vin- 
ation of hzs Rebuke, 7s extravagantly pro- 
ting, © would not put my ſelf to the pain of 
$:ding it. However, ſome worthy Perſons , 
Fins examined that Rhapſodie, did ſend me 
Bt they apprebended needful for me to Anſwer ; 
Rich I have conſidered, and in the enſuing 
Wrers have given a Reply unto, And that 
qt / thought neceſſary to urge, might be ſo de- 
Frred, as rather to induce unto, than drive 
Wm the things, which make for Peace, I have 
Wravoured to obſerve that Rule, the Larned 
#! P:ous Dr. Maiton, now 27n Glory, hath on 
3 Ninth Verſe of Jude, g7vex about Anſwer- 
% a Riyling, Scoffing Adverſary. ©* Do not 
I ſaith the Dr.) imitate him in his Fooliſh 
SPaſſion , ---- Bur yer Anſwer him to the 
A 2 * purpoſe, 


\EADER.: 


not ouly waved the Examination of - 


For the ſake of Gods Glory, my continued Uſe 


The Preface. 


* purpoſe , with ſolid Arguments: =-- Beat dey L [ 
* bs Preſumption and Ignorance with a meethſe 
* Reply, ſuch as may check his Pride, but wit 
« imitate b4 Folly, L. 
There is one Calumay T1 muſt remove,but to dy iff 
with that ſoftneſs, which i moſt conſonant to milljur 
Taclination, Principles and Temper ;'the Natura: 
of the Thing will not eaſily allow : For whicl 
Reaſon I was once reſolved to ſay nothing of ith, 
But being aſſured, that the Lye, my Adverſalpu 
ries have induſtriouſly attempted to ſpread throuhlh 
ons the Land, iss made their Principal Refuge 


fulneſs in the Miniſtry, aud that I may cleatht, 
my ſelf from ſo wile a Reproach, moſt unjuſthht! 
caſt upon me by Mr. Williams's and Mr. Alfop'$n 
Innuendo's, Infinuations aud Suggeſtions ; ard] 
the Lies they have ſent down into the Conutrf 1 
as a Key to unlock their Meaning, That my env, 
tring on this Controverſie is to Diſſerve the Pref tt 
zeſtant, and Promote the Popiſh Cauſe ; And taſſl 
compaſs ſuch 4aſe and unworthy ends, I am (they 

ſay) engaged in the moſt vi/azous Attempts, /Y4 
muſt, and do ſolemnly declare ; and if ever I amv: 
neceſſitated 7s give a Hiſtory of my Concernmenth, 

in this Afair, I doubt not but that I ſhall be ables; 
convincingly to demonſtrate, That there is nothing$s 
more abhorred by me, than ſuch Methods$ 
and Peſigns, as are charged upon me z Thaty ( 
my frucere endeavour hath been, and ſtill is, Thaty, 


God may glorified, in a laſting Eſtabliſhment : uy 
Ls "þ 
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| The Preface, 
m& Proteſtant Faith; And its well known to. 
ſc, who are moſt inwardly acquainted with me, 
oy to the Conſerences of theſe Accuſers, That it 
1wy hearty Labour to ſerve, not only the Pro. 
funts Zr gemeral ; but my Diſſenting Brethren 
rerticular, that occaſioned their Faemies, as 
las mine to do their meft to faſten theſe very 
wmnies upon me ; And I have a Letter of 
Alfop's in my Cuſtody to Teſtifie how Indu- 
apuſly and Faithfully, 1 did, to his knowledge, 
e the Proteſtant Diſſenters. And ever ſince 
He been diſcharged from that Expenſive Ser- 
#, 1 have coufind my ſelf tro my Miniſterial 
t, extending my Correſpondencies 0 fur- 
than to matters relating to myImprovement in 
nture,the Service of Chriſts Churches,aud my 
ly Concern ; converſing with very few be- 
*$ my own Brethren ; And in my Deportment 
ds them and all others, I have obliged my 
to thoſe Rules of Civility, which become a 
Fileman, a Chriſtian,aud a Miniſter of Chriſts 
|. | 
Wind I muſt add, That had I not been moſt 
he from the Guilt they now would cover me 
, Mr Williams was ſo very well known to me, 
el Spirit, his Principles, and ſomewhat elſe, 
of 7 forbear to mention, that I would aſſoon 
p| " Put my baud into the Fire, as engage in 
3 Contraſt, and adventure on bis Diſplea- 
tf Put my Innocency, which has oft paſſed 


/$nb the Ordeal, feared none of theſe 
4 Beſides, 


The Preface: 


Befides, Had I been the Man, they repreſent 
me to be, I would never have me Mig en the 
Defence of thoſe Points, which are moſt oppoſite 
to what, they ſay, { would promote. But Iwouldl 
have fallen in with Mr. Williams, whoſe Notions 
have ſo near an Alliance with, and ſo natural a 
Tendency unto the Introduftion' of Popery ; I 
being manifeſt, that Popiſh Deſigns can neverk 
be better carried on, than by bringing into Re 
putation, ſome main Branches of the Popiſh ReK; 
ligion ; which is done effetually by Mr. Willamg; 
and ſome of his Followers, by their inſiſting ou 
a Juſtification by Works, and their Arminani$ 
zing. But how my Zeal againſt thoſe Doftrines 
ſome of which are Popiſh, and others prepare fo 
Popery, ſhould be a Reaſon for their charging 
me with favouring that way, is beyond the Com 
prehenſion of Perſons, whoſe Vuderſtandings ardl 
much larger than mine. 4 
In a word, my Part in this Controverſie, is t 
Tare up that Sovereign Drug, which the Jeſuit 
planted in this Kingdom, to Purge Proteſtant 
(as they expreſſed it in their Letter to the Fathe 
ReCtor at Bruxills) from their Hereſie. An4 
| they were Men of deep Judgment, ſound in thi 
', Faith ; and as great Enemies to Popery, as eve, 
breathed in Engliſh Air ; who in the Reign 0 
King Cherles 1, diſcovered their Fears, Cong, 
cerning a Change in Religion, upon the dailfy, 
growth and ſpreading of Arminianiſm, which my, 
their eſteem, was a cunning way to bring 7 Toy. 
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The Preface. 
Ir, whilſt they Judged the Profeſſors of theſe 
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*Y the Proteſiant Churches; ana Jncendtaries, 
en thoſe Eſtates, 7» which they had gotten any 
ad, being Proteſtants in ſhow ; but Jeſuits 
"% Opinton, and PrafticeÞ And it was no 
Jl part of the Glory of King James I. and of 
I's Hoanſe of Naſlau, that they labeured to cruſh 
%: Errours, 1 Oppugne, as having a tendency 
introduce Popery; and SUppozted 7hoſe 
ines who Defended the wery &auſe, for which 
Mlead, And it's well known, that of all Armi- 
Fins, they who Socinianize 7» the DoQtrine of 
Jiriſts Satisfa&tion, as Mr. W's doth, are the 
"$f Dangerous: 

OY It 3s not then a Defign to promote the Popiſh 
"Witcreſt, dire4ly or indirettly, but a DeteQing 
"vs: Craft aud Errours of this Man, whoſe Prin- 
Biles tend to the bringing in of Popery, that is my 
grime ; from which neither their ſevereſ} Me- 
4 ces, 2or the worſt they can do unto me (Ttruſt 
the mercy of the Lord) ſhall be able to divert 
us. For as in former, ſo in this Perſecution 
ben them, the Lord hath been and ſtill is my 
- Irength, who in his own time, will not only 
Sndicate all oppoſed Truth, but clear my Inno- 
vncy. Whether it beeither pious or wiſe, for the 
! 'F:Hellens Brethren to leave ſuch Charges upon an 
""Fmocent Brother, to paſs without Rebuke, I ſub- 


al wit to their Conſciences, knowing how hateful 
1 ela h /, P . . 
p, {"ators, when amongſt Perſons of au znferiour 
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pinions fo be the Common Diſfurbers 
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Rank, have been unto them, in whons could be foud 
the leaft degree of Morality. 

But however their Carriage may be toward; wi 
in this reſpe, I am not, I bleſs God, in the leg 
goue off from my peaceable Principles or Tempe 
being moſt defirous the Brethren,who are unfeigne 
Embracers of the Proteſtant Faith, would ent 
on ſuch Methods as are moſt likely to ReſtorePea 
upon the Foundation of Neceſſary Truth. {| 

There is nothing more needful, that I can at pri 
ſent think of, to be ſpoken unto,unleſs what rela 
to Amyrald, which wif require more room th; 


zs bere left me. 
8 L. 
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T HE Divine Inſtitution of Congregation 
Churches, Miniſtry and Ordinances, [as bf 
been Profeſled by thoſe of that Perſwafion] Alle 
red and Proved from the Word of God. By 1a 
Chauncy, M. A. | 
A Diſcufſion of the Lawfulneſs of a Paſtors Ad 
ing as an Officer in other Churches, beſides th: 
which he is eſpecially called to rake the Overſight 
of. By the late Reverend Mr. Nath, Mather: | 
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1EPORT 
Was once, as I ſuggeſted in the Pref..ce to my 
Appeal, Reſolv'd againſt Anſwering ſome Ob- 
— jections, not only, as I then faid, becauſe ic 
Iwas ſo difficult for their Authors either to 
& Contradiction; or forbear Perſonal RefleQti- 
'&; bur, becauſe what was objected, appeared to 
obe very Weak , Impertinent and Frivolous : Burt, 
 aſflured by ſome Learned and Judicious Di- 
S, who have Read Mr. Al/ſops late Rhapſoaie, 
paſſing by his Rude and Uncomely Invectives, 
Mille and Injurious Accuſations ; the whole of 
irength lieth in Noiſe and Clamour, which he 
I: upon the account of my ſaying nothing ro 
S of his Trifling Objections ; and, as he pretends 
abuſe of my Quarrelling with my Brethren about 
ters of 220 moment, &c. I will, withour giving my 
he trouble of Reading #bat Book which bath 
(the Hearts of his moſt Godly, Learned and 
cious Friends wich vnconceivable Grief, _ Exa- 


& choſe Objections, which, when I wrote my 
"ce, I did not anſwer, and give {ome Reaſons, 


| F! think the Differences amonglt us ars more 


chan 


L 


(2 ] 
than Yerbal, and that they are about ſome of 


moſt ſuv/tantial Articles of our Holy Religion, 
Sefton I, 


I will begin with what he obje&s againſt the 1 


porter, and my ſelf. 
Hys firſt Objetion. 


© That the Reporter has left out of hx ſubſtance 


* the Goſpel, Regeneration, Converſion, Repentan 

* Holineſs, Santtification, a New Heart, and New0 

* dience, Good Works, &c. A blefled Report for 

* Countrey. You are eaſed at leaſt of one Moity 

* your Work. fe 
Reply. 


In my Return, I will give you the Paſſage k 


which he refers as it is in the Reporr, and then co 
der what Reaſon Mr. A. had for this Obje&ion. 
In the Report it's thus; © That al, who helie 


© might eſcape the Wrath to come, and have Everlafil 


$ Life, the Lord Jeſus Undertakes for «-, by makillf: 


© atisfaction to Punitive and Remunerative Juſtio 
* and, that he might do ſo, he did put himſelf. 
© our Place, State and Condition ; fo that whereas: 
© were Sin, and under 4 Curſe, by this Bleſſed Chas 
© Chriſt is made Sir, and 4 Crrſe, and we delive 
© from Sin, ind the Curſe, 2 Cor, 5. 21. Gal. 3.13, 
©This is the ſubtavce of the Goſpel of Chri 
*this the Ground, and Foundation of our Faith: 
Out of this Paſſage it is, that Mr. Al/op fetch 
the Reaſon, why he chargeth che Reporter for: 1 
ving out bs Subſtance of the Goſpel, Regeneratic 
Repentance, &c. To which I anſwer. | 
I. That 'twill be very hard for them, who knd 
the Perſon, that is thought co be the Reporter, 
think ic poſſible for Mr. 4. to believe one word of 
own Charge againſt him, it being in his own Cot 
ſcience fo contrary to Truth, and can therefore 


no leſs than a Calumny, as Calumnia ft cum my 
cer! 


(233 
ta Scientia, & dolo injuſte agit, & excipit. But it 
t be further obſerv'd ; 
J: That this Paſſage of the Reporter was only 
Svt Chriſt's Sarwfadion, as it is an Article of 
He Belief, and of diſtin& Conſideration, either 
,$o Patters of Prafticez or, ſuch Works, as are 


-vght in us by the Holy Spirit. 
, That Matters of Simple Belief have been ever, 
he Churches of God, placed in a Formula, by 
ſelves. And, if there be any ſtrength, in the 
B:4ion, it muſt lye in this, That whenever 2 
aa is given of the Credenda, there muſt be 
xd with 1t an Exad Catalogue of the Agenda: 
that whoever Compoſles a Summary of Matteis 
inple Belief, Without inſerting in it the Agendz, 
latters of Prattice, doth thereby Reject out of 
w/tance of the Goſpel Repentance,Good Works,&ec. 
, | ſay, lyeth the ſtrengch of his ObjeGiion, 
i if of any force atall againſt the Reporter, muſt 
- Wall the Churches of Chriſt from the Begin- 
I mder the ſame Condemnation, becauſe they had 
Credenda in a Formula by themſelves. 
'The Reporter had 1n his Summary A word more 
&.in many of the Antient Creeds, For, he faith; 
W all, wbo Believe might eſcape the Wrath to 
We, and have Everlaſting Life, &c. thereby 
bolllle Faith, which ſuppoſes Regeneration, and in- 
1& within it the Entire Nature of Evangeicat 
iance, and is Prolifick of Good Works, nece(- 
Ft Salvation; and therefore {ſo long as this 
ae, viz. [That all who Believe might eſcape 
- Wrath to come, &c.] continues in his Saumr:- 


) 
| 
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| ere will not be the leaſt pretence for the Hor- 

"ofivile he has made about it. Burt, 

> Mr. 4. as one, whoſe Conſcience had, whilſt 

5 making this Objection, check'd him for it, 

ert8add, {© Bur ſuppoſe this were intended only as 
l B 2 * the 


C4] 
* the SubHance of the Goſpel ſo far as we 
* to Believe what Chriſt has done and ſuffered # 
* Sinners withoue them, &c.] Well then, ler us { 
poſe it, and (ee what will follow. Really, as form 
"art, I can obſerve in it nothing leſs than a Fy 
Anſwer to his own Objection, For, if the Repory 
intended no more than the Subſtance of whar x 
are to Believe concerning what Chriſt has done ar 
ſuffered for Sinners withour them and with God 
really he did not) he was under no Obligation 
mention Regeneration, Converſion, Repentanc 
Good Works, &c: which are wrought in, and w& 
Sinners, and the not mentioning 'em cannot be 
Reaſon a Rejecting 'em. 
The Reporter was writing of the Subſtance & 
the Goſpel fo ifar as it concern'd the Article 
Chriſt's Satisfation: 'T was no part of his Provia 
to entreat of Regeneration, Converſion, Rep 
tance, &c. And Mr. A. might have blamed b& 
for not opening the Nature of Faith, Regeneratih 
or Repentance, as well as for not mentioning-eithih 
them, or the Order in which they are wrought.: 
would it not be very wiſely urged, The Reporter 
dertook ro diſcourſe of the Subſtance of one'thi 
and therefore not ſpeaking a word of another, tf 
of adiſtint Nature, he mult be interpreted co 
je that other,as if he who writes of Botanicks,m 
be look'd on as a denyer of the Exiſtence .of $; 
nerals, becauſe he confines his Diſcourſe to ſh; 
matter 10 hand. , 
6. This Objection muſt be either the moſt Y, 
fling one that ever was ſtarted ; or be moſt Ferfſh 
of Blaſphemous Abſurdities. For, if when ve $4, 
courſe of mbar Chriſt hath done, and ſuffered for Yi; 
ners, without them, the not mentioning RegenGh 
tion, Converſion, Repentance, &c. be a Rejey, 
them, it muſt be becauſe theſe things are Elleny( 


L 5.1 | 
r@t of Chriſt's Obedience and Sufferings 3 what 
re evident than that if Regeneration, Repen- 
ce, Good Works, &c. be not Eſſential Parts of 
mit Chriſt has done and ſuffered for Sinners, the 
uſr:cr, - when he gave the Subſtance of whar we 
to believe of Chriſt's Obedience, and Sufferings, 
W he did not mention Regeneration &c. cannot 
Wiaſtly eſteemed a Rejecter of them; whence 
zood Man's pretences for his Charge againſt the 
rter (tho' on it, as is ſaid by many, the Sub- 
e of his late Rhapſodie depends) dwindles into 
Aling, and the Objection appears to be a moſt 
fling one. Bur, 
) If Regeneration, Converſion, Repentance, 
7 Obedience, &c. be effential Parts of what 
ſt has done -and ſuffered for Sinners withonr 
n, then *twill follow, 1. That a Man nay be 
nerated, converted and ſanftified; as well as 
Wed and adopted by a mere external or relative 
aBnge: And Regeneration, Sancification, &c. 
UtiFort no more an i»ternal Phyſical Change on the 
AFirt and Life than Juſtification doth. For if they 
the Eflentials of what only is done without us, 
hriſts Obedience and Sufferings are acknowledg- 
JF be in-this Place, by Mr. 4 —— timſelf, they 
| be as perfe&t in their own Nature , without 
s Chriſts Satisfaction is, which 1s a Notion, if 
id been true, that would have been very uſeful 
he Libertines, Ranters and-Debauchees of the Age ; 
, tho? they make no Conſcience of v hat they 
T vrice or do ; do nevertheleſs, pleaſe themſelves 
the conceit of their being in a blefled State, as 
£ Snerared, converted and ſanRified 3 which, ac- 
Ying to the natural and eafie Conſequence, that 
Ms from what ſtrength Mr. 4's. Objection has in 
tay be without a work wrought in them. And 
tbe thus, then Chriſt in doing and ſuffering fer 
B 3 Sinners 
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Sinners, regeneratea,converted, ſanftified them, &c. ar 
all this without them;they ſtill remaining in themſehy 
as Vile and as Vicious as ever. Again, 'twill folly 

2. Thar if the Sub#ance of what Chriſt hath dg 
and ſuffered for Sinners, without them, cannoriiit 
given in a Formula, unleſs there be the: menrih 
made of Regeneration, Converſion, Repentzo{fi 
new Obedience, good Works, &c. then our Fai 
Repentance, new Obedience, &c. are included Yi 
what Chriſt hath already done and ſuffered for Sil 
ners, without them, as if Chriſt had believed andy 
pented for us, yea, as if he had done whatever: 
neceſlary for us to have done, in order to our a4 
Juſtification, Pardon, and entrance into the eter 
Glory. ” 

This is the way of my Adverſary, who fears'nc 
to run upon the moſc dangerous Precipices, nor. 
give Advantage to the moſt malignant Heretic 
how ridiculouſly ſoever, when he fancies 'tw! 
make againſt his Oppoſers. Bur, e{ 6,90 

7. Thar I may follow this witty Gentlem 
ſomewhar further, I will go on ro confider''whi 
Life he makes of this Suppoſttion, which carries'® 
ic the genuine Senſe of the Reporter, which he giv 
in theſe words. * Here's ſomething faich hen tt 
* Draught that gives cauſe of Suſpicion, to tho 
* who are of no jealous Inclin1tions : For ; where 
* he informs us that Chriſt /»/cre4 and ſatisfied, th 
* all who believe might e cape Wrath to come, and hi 
* everiaing Life ; Here's no neceſſity of Faith na 
der to Juſtification ; no believing neceſſary to Fard 
" of Sin, or Peace with God; no Faith: need 
* ro Linion with Chriſt, that we may havean! 
© rereſt in his Righteouſneſs, but only to eſcape Wral 
© to come and the having everlaſting Life. To this 
anſwer. x. What is here urged, being upon SUPP@u: 
{ition, that the Reporter intended only a ſumma 


( 


SS 

hat Chriſt has done and /uffered for Sinners with 
and wirh God, and not of the Order, between 
Sh, and- Juſtification, or Pardon; there is no 
i room for ſuſpicion in this Draught than there 
She antient Symboles, in which not a word of 
h's precedence to Juſtification or-Pardon. And 
Wd an Antinomian imitate this: learned Man, in 
ray of arguing, would he.not be as able to vin- 
Site his moſt licentious Principles from the Apo- 
S Creed, as Mr. 4. is to faſten his Charge on the 
xr, and after his manner, profeſſing an extra- 
ary Zeal for that Creed ? preſs it, that there is 
ceffity of Faith in order to Juſtification; becauſe 
-$: word of it in that Symbole, though it contains 
the ſum and ſubſtance of che Goſpe]. Bor, if 
«Mis nor mentioned in the Formula, compoſed by 
IMeporter muſt be look'd on as rejected, becauſe 
Mnencioned in 1t, then what 1s not in the Formala 
' We Apoſtles, muſt be alſo look'd upon as reje&- 
S' them , as if they had held, that Faith doth 
Itecede Juſtification, and is not neceſſary to 
Yon or Peace with God. But 2. Why doth he 

Here's no believing neceſlary to Peace with God ? 
the think that a Man may eſcape the Wrath to 
& and have everlaſting Life, tho' his Peace wich 
Sbe not made ? When ir's ſaid in Scripture, that 
pho believe eſcape the Wrath to come and have ever- 
1 Life? I thought nothing leſs could be meant, 
that they had oz their believing, Peace with God 3 
Wis,(as Beza, Piſcator, Tolet, Eftins, Parens,in Poole) 
Reconciliation z Or (as Vatablus (ubi ſupra) are re- 
8d into Favour with God. 3. The Godly learned 
Seir general Diſcourſes about theſe Points, have 
Sthought ic ſufficient ro ſecure themſelves from 
Sianderous Accuſations, as Mr. 4—would faſten 
de Reporters if they did but mention believing, as 


lry ro our Deliverance from eternal Wrath, or 
| B 4 to 
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:0 our having everlaſting Life. I might give a law 
catalogue of learned men on this occafion;but willodli 
ly inſtance in the learned Grorizs, who, in the Sufi 
ary he gave of the Catholick Faith in this very Poindly 
has it thus, at 10s intercedente vera Fide,a Pena Mit: 
eterne liberaremur. This great Man, writing ob 
Chriſts Satisfaftion, faith, that Chrift did it, that:af 
the Intervention of true Faith, we might be deliven 
from the Puniſhment of eternal Death. But 4. Thi 
Reporter has one Paſſage more than Grotins, (wh 
was never thought to reject the neceſſity of Faith 
order to Juſtification) namely, and have everlaſting 
Life. Thus much the Reporter took care to inſerf 
into the ſubſtance of the Goſpel in this Article, : ha 
ving a regard to that Place in Fobn 3. 36. He that bel 
lieverh on the Son hath everlaſting Zife. That is;hatI@ 
2 Right to everlaſting Life. Yabet,z. e.certo habituruFu 
e/, as Lucas Brugenſis, in Poole, who refers us unt@t; 
Tokn 1. 12. where 'tis thus, © Jus ad hareditatemu 
* quod & Hereditats nomine interdum —_— ON 
© credit (nempe ficurt oportet credere; viva fide,) dil 
* citur habere vitam &ternam, C. 3, 36. Sic Juris conſt 
* {ulti, is qui attionem habet ad rem ipſam, rem habe 
re videtur, Well then, the import of what the Ra 
porter has here ſaid, is, That Chriſt ſuffered, tha 
they who believe may have a Right to everlaſting 
Lifc, and ſeeirg Juſtification carries in it a Right tft 
Lite eternal ;, 1t 1s as it it had been ſaid. That thef0r 
who believe may be j#«/ified. (5.) That this is thE@ 
manileſt intendment of rhe Reporter, may be feel 
by comparing the preſenc Paragraph with the forts 
g0162, Which 1sS, 1 
©We are all by Nature under the Curſe of th& 
Law, and deſtitute of a Righceouſnels entitling tl 
Erernal Life. —— That Vindictive Juſtice, which 10 
*effenual untoGod, makes it neceflary,that the wratlÞ 
'22 inflicted, and that there be no Right to eter 
"5 | | nal 
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& Life without a perfect n. eritorious Righteouſ- 
oigels. This is our State and Conditicn : This is 
Athe Place, in which we are, in which if we dye, 
nve are eternally undone. 
't 
-oltible Condition we are brought by Sin, and urging 
oe neceſflity of an Intereſt, in a perfedt = critorious 
| naps oh he proceeds to ſhcow, how we may 
tain ſuch a Righteouſneſs, as is meritorious of eternal 
h&fc; to the end we may obtain a right thereunto, 
;Sying, *© That all who believe might eſcape the 
Wrath to come, and have everlaſting Life ; the 
eford Jeſus undertakes for us; thereby clearing it, 
Wt they who believe having an Intereſt in Chriſts 
kelighteonſneſs, may have a Right ro everlaſting Life, 
Wat 15, 2147 be juſtified, ſo that here is an aſlerring of 
th as neceſlary to Juſtification, Pardon and 
Grace with God. ( 6. ) The Reporter in givirg 
"Ws brief account of the Doctrine of Chriſts $a- 
aation, hath followed the blefled Jeſus, and the 
ly Apoſtles as his Guides; for our Lord when 
ſent our his Diſciples to preach the Goſpel, bids 
Siem declare, That whoever believe and are baptized 
ul be ſaved, and they who believe not ſhall be damned. 
a6 this Summary, though not one word expreſly of 


{ the Precedence of Faith to Juſtification or Par- 
Wn of Sin ; yet are all theſe included in it. The 
h@eaching of the Apoſtles was frequently the ſame, 
elfiflieve and thou ſhalt be ſaved. But, ( 7. ) It there 
Wd been any Szrength in this Objeftion, Mr. A. 
oth make, not only the Author of the Reaſonable- 
$5 of Chriſtianity, and the rankeſt Socinians, but 
| he very Mehometanes would be very much behold- 
'Knz to him. for it. For, if the not mentioning 
mery Article of the Chriſtian Faith particularly 


A the Letter, where our Lord gives a Summary - 
| 4 


The Reporter having ſhown into what a deplo- 


nlpeneration, Converſion, Repentance, &Cc., nor a word . 


— 
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the Goſpel, muſt import a Reje#ion, or at leaſt.an 1» 


difference about the Points not mentioned ; thento & 


believe that Feſus is the Meſſiah, is (ufficient,. and-we 
may burn our Syfems, Catechiſms and larger Confeſ- 


frons of Faith. 5 

But ($.) If he faith, it's mentioned by our Lorg 
Jeſus and his Apoſtles e!/ewhere, I grant it, and-from:# 
thence I infer, that as our Lord's not mentioning &; 
theſe things, in a ſummary, is not a Rejeting them, þ 
ſo the Reporter, tho” he ſpake not a word of them: 


in his /xmmary, cannot without the greateſt Injuſtice, 
and wrong done him, be charged, as a Keje&er of 


them. And (g.) It's not unworthy our obſervation, | 
chat che Lord Jeſus did in art 16. 15, 16. give'a's! 
ſummary of the whole Goſpel without the mention 4 
of the particulars ſpecified by my Adverſary z bur '1 


L101 
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che Reporter oaly of the ſubſtance of the Goſpel /o 8 


far as we are to believe what Chriſt has done, and (uf- | 
fered for Sinners without them, and with God, 19 which 
he hath infiſted on the neceſſicy of Faith, in order-\% 
to our eſcaping the Wrath to come, and our ha-'| 
ving Everlaſting Life, which paſſage importing the | 


neceſſity of Faith ro our 2&ual Right unto Glory, 
is as much as if ic had been faid, that it's neceflary 
to our Juſtification and Pardon. 

Buc Mr. 4. it's likely, not thinking himſelf un- 


der thoſe Bonds which o>lige to a (tri adberence } 
unto Truth, in what he either ſaith, or writes,I have F 1. 


Reaſon to believe. tizt he hath charged the Repor- 


ter for RejeRing wiat he himſelf believes in his - 
Conſcience he holds, and that he hatch done thus : 1 
much, upon a Reaſon, which he is perſwaded has '$ 
nothing of ſtrength in ir; ſo dangerous a thing it 1'\F 


for a Man, who in his own Opinion, is « Great Wit, 


ro enter on a Controverſie, with a delign to load” fy 


his Oppoſers with Falſe and Reproachful Charges, 
tho” ic be to the colt and expence of his own Repu- 
_ ration, 


[ 11 } 
tion, and in an Inſtance wherein he cannot expoſe 
ke Reporter, but by caſting dirt on the Cathick 


ck, and on his own Underſtanding too, giving - 


jintenance to nothing ſo much as unto the vain 
rerences Of ſuch Debauched Hereticks as the Li- 
atious Antinomian, and Libertines of the Age are. 
'Thus, we fee, whither ſomewhat has hurried 
is Man, and how he has brought himſelf into ſuch 
ircurſtances, as may move a Chriſtian Temper 
> Pity and Compaſhon, for which reaſon I'll ſay 
more to this Objedtion, but go on to a ſecond. 
The ſecond Objefion. 
7'* Be pleaſed to obſerve. He inſtructs you, That 
Eve are all by Nature under the Curſe of the Law, and 
Aleftitute of a Righteouſneſs, that may intitle us to 
EErernal Life, and that this was onr Place, State and 
Flondition. 


: Reply, 
And was not this our Place, State, and Condition ? 
Will Mr. 4. deny it? No, he dares not ; for, faith 
&, This we all own, and lament as too true. Where 
hen is his ObjeRtion ? Iris in the following words. 
Bur chen he inſtructs you alſo, That Chriſt pur 
himſelf into our Place, Srate, and Condition : Will 
jos not , mult you not conclude from hence, That 
Chriſt alſo was deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs to entitle 
tim, and if himſelf, 1s too, to Erernal Life. 
| | Reply, 
I, That I may ſhow how Mr. 4. trifles in raiſing 
bis Objection, I will propoſe the Sentimears of the 
 Tporcer about a Commutration of Perſons between 
'Ubriſt, and us; which was the Occafion of what 
Fas ſaid about our being deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs. 
\Ynd it muſt be obſerv'd, that the Reporter had his 
Lye on the dansſcripr, in which its Author, ſpeak- 
ig of a proper Commutation, faith, © That it is the 
ame with a proper Sarrogation, where the Swrery 
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* for Surrogate] puts on the Perſon, and ſtands in 
* che Quality, State, and Condition of the Debtor, andh 


* lies under the ſame Ovligation he did to anſiyer 


for him. Not that he apprehended the Agreement 


there is between Chriſt's Suretiſhip, and that aſe 
mongſt Mea to be adzquare, and full ; nor did he 
aliude unto a Creditor and Debtor to infinuate, thirks 


whatever may be truly affirmed of them,in' Humane 
Courts, might be ſafely applied unto Ged, and Sin 


mers, as to Chriſt ating the part of a Srety : But, 
co explain how Chrift came under the /ame Obliga. 


tions, we ſtood ; and by his Satistaction, and Merit 
Redeems us from that miſerable itate and condition 


our fin had caſt us into, and procures for -us 4% 


Right to Eternal Life; And therefore in Obedience 
to the Holy Scriptures, he conſidered Jeſus Chriſt 3 


as a Surety chat came into the Stare, Lwality, or Con- i 
aition of Sinners, /o far, and no further, than to come} 
under the ſame Obligations, and Bonds with us, to 
anſwer for us, and do, on our behalf, what was im-#. 
poſſible to be done by our felves. And that he F# 


might make chis the more clear, he repreſented Þ 
unto us that Srare, in which we all are by Nature, $ 


affirming. That we are all under the Curſe, deſtitute 


of a Righteouſneſs, that may entitle us to Eternal Life, } 
And, that, except Satisfaction be made doth to Pu- | 
witive, and Remwerative Juſtice, it's impoſſible for us Þ 


to be ſaved. For, ſeeing the Law. under which we F 
were Created is of Everlaſting Obligation, we ſtand Fi 


bound thereby boch to Obedience, and the Puniſh- J® 


ment, and until this Debr be paid, we cannot be 
Relieved. | 


This i5 our Srare, this is our Condition, and that i 
they who believe miy be brought our of this Place, J* 
State, and*' Condition, and have Everlaſting Life, J# 
Chriſt came into his Place, into this State, and Cor- | 


aitiox that is, he came under thoſe Bonds, and Oblita- 


tons | 
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nds that lay on ns, that, by anſwering them, we 
dhight be the Redeemed, and Saved. 

+} But, faith Mr. A. if it be thus, Chrif# muſt be de- 
nefhiure of 4 Righteouſneſs 5 to which I reply, By no 
+-heans;- and if we ccnſider how it is between a 
jeffwety and a Debtor, in our Courts, we may ſoon ſee 
ze contrary. For, when one becomes Sarery for a- 
eſther, he comes into the Place, Stare and Condition 
| that other, that 15, uncer the ſame Ponds and Ot- 
tations to pay for him, what he could not do for 
j-Simfelf. But, would any Man of Senſe fay, that 
ite Surety coming into the ſame Stare and Condition 
nA the Debtor, to pzy his Debts for him, muſt be 
1ereupon deſtitute of what 1s neceflary in order 
etereunto ? He comes into the Flace of cre who is 
t Sſolvent, but muſt he therefore be himſelf Infol- 
> Fear, and yet pay what neither the Debtor nor him- 
elf can pay ? . Thus you ſee what Mr. 4's. Ob- 
o&Qtion 1s at laſt come ro. But, 

1-4 2. The Righteouſneſs of which cur Diſcourſe is, an- 


Srers that Law, which ſaid, Do this and live; Ia 
d Be day thou ſpmne#t thou ſhalt die; and it 1S tO make 
 Bitisfaftion both to Punitive and Remunerative 7uſtice. 


or whatever ſome may impertinently object, it 
May be very {afely faic, that Juitice ciftribures Re- 
,- Fards and Puniſhments, and therefore is rightly de- 
$ lIominated Remnrerative and Funitive. For touen 
e ts ſaid, That Funithment 1s merired by, or is v2- 
{ Jer the Demerit of fins and that the Sinner, when 
. Re bears the Punifhmenr due viuro him for lis in1- 
Pity, partakes 65 the Reward of Unrigtrenmſneſs ; 
Jſet none can with the leaſt preicnce io Reaſon, fay, 
1 That Punitive and Remuneratiuc are Terins 1 all 
Stelpets Coincidenr, For, its 091 nororious, that 
Ivhen Believers are, for the foe of Chrilt's Righre- 
Jouſneſs rewarded with Eternal Liie, they. are not 
hen puniſhed ; though Remunerarive Tuftice is chen 
Floriftied,yet PunitiveJjuſtice is not fo Zur. 
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But, being aſſured, that Mr: 4/ſop faith, the 
Terms of Remunerative and Punitive Juſtice are Ck; 
incident ; I will give the Senſe of fome learned Prof 
reſtants about 1t. Gulbercus Voet, A Man .of 00g | 
Learning and a right Calviniſt, diſcourſing of th$i 
Juſtice of God, ſaich, that Fuſtitia Dei eſt wel. 
Dittis, vel in Factis. PoHerior duplex ſcilicet Regi j 
minis,  Judicit> 7uStitia Fuadicit ſts que ſecun ; 
dum Opera Mercedem retribuir. FEſtq; hec duplex 
vel, Remunerativa ſex Pramians ſecundum Promiſh 
ſronem erga bene agentes ; vel Correciva erga. m, 
azentes. Que etiam diſtinguitur in Caſtigantem «#3 
ga Filios, & Uindicantem, /e« Punitivam propyie 
& ſ[tritte (1c diam erga Reprobos, Voet. Selet& 
Diſput. Paſ. 1. Difp. de Fure & Juſtitia pag.357;# 
358. And the learned Docor Owen, in his Dia 


tribe de Fuſtitia Divina, ſairh the ſame, affirming 


it to be the general Senſe of Modern Divines, nothh 


. one of them who writ on the Divine Atcributes,þ 


being of a differear Opinion: And in the Margine,kh 
he makes particular mention of Zanchy, Yoet, Ma-$ 
reſius and others; direQting us alſo unto Door 
Ames his Cal's of Conſcience; who in the ſecond fi 
Chapter of his fifth Book, reſolves this Queſtion 
viz, Whether Remuneration or Punition belongs, 
to Communicative or to Di#ributive Juſtice > Whether Þ 
Mr. 4. underſtood theſe things or nor, is not in 
my Opinion very material, it being ſufficient to & 
my purpoſe, that in the Judgment of wiſer Men } 
than himſelf theſe Terms are not ſo Coincident, | 
as it's ſaid he doth inſinuate. | 

Burt tro return, The Lord Jeſus undertaking tc } 


make Satisfaction both to Purnirtive and Remunera: | 


rive Juſtice, that is to ſay, the obliging himſelf to 
ſuffer the Puniſhment due ro us; for the Satisfac- 
tion of Punitive Juſtice, and render Obedience to 


the ſame Law, to merit the Reward we - 
| Olts 


hg me fo n—_ 
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ſt; the Righteouſneſs the Reporter ſpake of, lieth 
eſgh bearing the threatned Curſe, and in obeying the Pre= 
Colts of that Law we violated. And I demand of 


role. 41/op, Whether the Lord Jeſus was always. 


oaefs'd of this Righteouſneſs > Had he it the 
ht Inſtant of! his undertaking ? or when he fir 
ime into our Place, State and Condition ? 

tiF'That chere was no Guile in the Mouth, nor De- 
whit in the Heart of the bleſſed Jeſus 3; That he 
ex ever, even whilſt he was in a State of Exa- 
Sitio» wichout Spot, Holy, Harmleſs, Undefiled, 
4&&rate from Sinners, and at the greateſt diftance 
72m the leaſt Pollution or Impurity, we do firmly 
#leve : And though he had noc actually a /arisfying- 
Aiditorious Righteouſneſs before, he did by his Px- 


7M Sufferings, and his perfect Obedience to the vio- | 


ia Wed Law fatisfy and meric; yet was he at no in- 
ngWic of time deſtirute, of what in.thac inſtant it 
otframe him co have. But its like, nothing will 
5, Mie Mr. -/. but the granting, That either be- 
e, he, or at his undertaking ; or at leaſt the fr 
a-$ment of his entring on the work of our Redemp- 
orfin, he was actually poſſeſs'd of a ſatisfactory 
dd fericorious Righteouſneſs, as if he believed, that 


0N Wriſt before he obeyed and ſuffered, cid perfect-_ 


55, Bobey and fully fatisfie. How elie can he make 
er B'hideous a Noiſe, about the Reporters holding, 
n Ki Chriſt was deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs, enti- 
tO Big bimſelf and us too, to eternal Life? Once more, 
13. Mr. 4 blames the Reporter for ſuggeſting 
I Fif Chriſt 44d not a Righteoz/neſs, entitling himſelf 
Eternal Life. To which 1 aniwer, 

(© FI. That che Reporter, fpake not about Chriſts ha- 
a: kg, or not having a Righteouſneſs entitiing himſelf 
0 Yetern2] Life. Bur, 2. Seeing Mir. 4. doth inft- 
C- Bite, That Jeſus Chriſt hach wrought for himſelf 
0 Fighteouſnels, that he might by it be entitled 

co 
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ro Eternal Life, I will confider the Import 
dency of ſuch an Aflertion. port and Tenf 
1, As for its Import, it cannot be any thing leſ 
* than thac the Lord Jeſus Chriſt was once in 2 0a; 
of Tryal, and made under the ſame Law for himſelf 
that we were for our ſelves,and that Obedience wal 
required of him, to the end that he merit Eternsif 
Lite for himſelf : Whence it follows, That whe. 
che Promiſe of Eternal Life was propoſed, for thÞ: 
Encouragement of his Obedience, he had no Zigh 
nor Titleto Eternal Life 3; no. not for inn. { 
that ro get a Title thereunto, he was under th 
Obligation of the ſame Law, that we were z and; 
fo ſpeak moſt moceitly of Mr. 4's. Notion, The x 
' Lord Jeſus Chriſt, God-Man, was antecedently tc 
his rendring Obedience to the Law, which fl. 4 
Do this and live. He was as deſtitute of a Right tc 7 
Ecrernal Life, as Adam was on his firſt Creationſhy 
Thus, whilſt he would faſten on the Reporter thi | 
groundlets Charge of making Chriſt deſftirure of h 
Righteouſneſs ; he makes our Bleſſed Lord deftitu; 
of Eternal Life, ay, of a Right thereunto: But le '" 
us conſider, . ; = 
2. The Tendency of this Notion ; and that I mayſſ;; 
do it with the greater clearneſs, I will deliver; 
what I deſign to offer on this occaſion as preſlec "A 
by the Learned, Judicious and Holy Doctor OwenS; 
who in his Day excelled moſt Men in theſe Studiegſþ, 
And whoever will conſult his Diſcourſe of 7ufifſg, 
cation from page 366 to page 378, will ſee, Thathq, 
chis great Man in conturing the Socinians, and theidhy,, 
next of Kin in the DoQrine of Chriſt's Satisfactionſly@ 
2nd our Juſtification, doth with-much cogcern, defhy x 
clare and ſtrongly prove, Thar Chriſt came not undethirg 
the Law for himſelf, but for «s. = 7 
To ſet this Important Point in the clearer Light, 


it muſt be obſerved, That the Controyerhe 8 _ 
* wnermceh 
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bether the Hamane Nature of Chriſt, as it is 2 Ra* 
nal Creature, be ſubjet unto the Law of Crea- 

0n, and eternally obliged from rhe Nature of Gods 
d its Relation thereunto, to Love him, Obey him, 
Mycnd upon him, and to- make him its End, Bleſſed. 
IS, and-Reward. For as the Dr. admirably wel 
Snpreſſech ir; © The Law of Creation, hx conſi- 
ered, doth not reſpect the World, and this Life 


"Sy; but the Future State. of Heaven, and Erer- 
"Jy. But the Point here controverted is, Whe- 
er Chriſt be under the Law, as it is impoſed on 
reatures by eſpecial Diſpenſation, for ſome ime, 
Wd for ſome certain End, with ſome Conſiderations, 
Wes, and Orders, that belong not eſſentially ro the 
Ww, as before deſcribed, as it 1s preſented unto us, 
Ut abſolutely and eternally, but whilſt we are in this 
World, and that with this ſpecial End, that by Dbe- 
Wnce thereunto, we may obrain the Reward of 
ternal Life? - 
To this the Dr. anſwers; That the Lord Jeſus 
Wriſt was not made under the Law, under this 
#Sideration, for himſelf, to the end he might get a 
Sl: unto Eternal Life. © For, (faith the Do&or) 
pon the firſt Inſtant of the Union of hi Natures, 
Wing holy, harmleſs, undefiled, and feparate from 
cnners, he might, notwirhſtanding that Law, he 
*2:s made ſubject unto, have been ſtated in Glory, 
"For, he char was the Object of a4 Divine Worſhip, 
eded not any New Obedience to procure for him 
VAfare of Bleſedneſs. And a little before. * Setting 
ade (faich the Door) the conſideration of the 
ce, and Love of Chriſt, and the Compa# be- 
" een the Facher and the Son, as to the Undertaking 
el) us, which undeniably proves all that he did in 
Mirfuic of them to be done foz us, and not foz 
\ Uinſelf, I Gay, ſetting zfide the coclideration of 
It 'S * theſe 
It 
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«* theſe things, and the Humane Nature of Chrift, | 
© vertue of its Vion with the Perſon of the Son ; 
* God, had a Rignt unto, and might have immec 
© ately been admitted into the Higheſt Clo# 
* whereof it was capable, without any Antecede 
* Obedience unts the Law. And this is apparg{. 
© from hence, in that from the Firit 1»fant of th 
© Union, the whole Perſon of Chriſt, with our Naty 
© Exiſting therein, was the Object of all Divi 
- -* Worſhip from Anxeis and Men, wherein confi! 
© the Vigheft Exaltation of thar Nature, So 7 
_ © Dr, Ones. 

Here then you ſee a difterence between this Lea 
ned Dr. and Mr» 4. Mr. A. ſuggeſts as if Chr 
- were under the Law, which ſaith, Do this and lid 
ſoz Himſelf, as well as for , that he might bee 
titled to Eternal Life ; bur the Dr. denies it up@: 
: the weighrtieſt confideration. Beſides, the Do# 
is the more poſitive in his Opinion, as it doth md 
effecually ſubvert the Notion of Socinus, which 
That our Lord Jeſus Chrift was for himſelf, or on i 
own account, obliged unto all that Obedience, which 
performed, and therefore could no more obey, at 
fatisfie for others, than any other perſon. But rr 
Do&or proves, That Chriſt's Obedience unto i 
Law was for Us, and not for Himſelf; and therf 
by doth moſt effectually enervate the ſtrength 
Socinus his Argument, which upon Mr. 4's. Notic 
receives new Life, and Vigour. bo 

Whoever defires 2 fuller underſtanding of t c 
Controverſie, will do well ro conſult the Do 
himſelf ; who, in the pages referred unto, hath 
fully, and clearly ſtated this Doctrine, as to obviag,, 
Objections, made zgainſt it by the Remonſtrantly, 
Socinians, and others ; but what I have here ſaid Þh; 


ſufficient ro ſhew Mr. 4's. Miſtake, and what coufy,, 
tenand 
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» WGance it gives the Socinians, and how much reaſon 
nGhath ro be more in his Study conſulcing, not 
; Gy-Books for the fake of fooliſh Jeſts, but the 
"OB Scriptures, and the Learned Writings of D. O. 
XY other Orthodox Divines, that'.for the future, 
"*Egh inadvertency, or otherwiſe,he give not thoſe 
'"Svantages to the common Enemies of our Holy 
UBizion, he hath too oft done, But I paſs on to 
Sid Objection. 

fi The Third Obje@ion 

We are ſin, (faith the Reporter) and under a Curſe : 
n you, with all your Penetration, Divine the 
eR::fon, why it's ſaid, we are fin ? ——bur how 
= ewe fin ? why muſt it be phraſed thus, we are 
'$/ lt was Poetically and Satyrically ſaid, That 
xander the fiwth, was non tam vitioſus , 
-$-» vitium, non tam /celeſtus quim ſcel : bur 
J need to be taught how Man was fin? /in it 


Ut 


4 . Reply, 

T. That Mr. Al/op is ſo very much at a loſs to 
'& out the genuine meaning of the word Sin, 
ar it's ſaid we are Si”, as if it had been never 
Fuſed in Scripture, doth not a litcle ſurprize; it 
? ſo common for the Holy-Ghoſt to expreſs the 
erlative Degree by the Abſtract, not only in 
r Inſtances, but even in this, that doth ſo puz- 
and confound him. For, as the Devils, whoſe - 
are exceeding great, are called, mwus)xz The rorn- 
or ſpiritual wickedneſs, fo wicked Men are cal- 
Wickedneſs, particularly, in 1 Cor. 6. 9, 10, Il, 
fre is an enumeration of ſundry {orts of Sinners, 
render it, [ 4nd ſuch were ſome of you} 7947% 4 
© is, as may be ſeen in Poole ; rain [celera eratrs, 
0 Wickedneſſes were ſome of you; and as Ca: 
mins, ut cnn Dceleratium dicimes Scelns, T un 
$ 2 IIS 
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like alſo in Epheſians 5. 8, ye were Darkneſs, that is, 
as Zanchy, ut Scelus pro ſceleſtiſſimoz and Biſhor 
Reynolds obſerves, on Plalm 110. The Lord, to fig 
nifie that his People were molt Rebelliows, ſaith, tha 
. they were Rebcllion it ſelf, Ezek, 2. 8.. and mans 
other inſtances of this kind might be given, whic 
may move ſome of no jealous. Inclinations, to ful 
ſpect, that the Objector hath been more converſant 
with the Poers, than with the Prophers and 4po 
tles. | 

2, Well then, by comparing Scripture wit 
Scripture, the fignification of the word [. Si] if 
very cbvious, denoting the greatneſs of Wickedneſs 
we are Siz; we are Sin 10 the Abſtract, wear 
Sinners inthe higheſt degree. Bur, : 

3. Doth nor this Interpretation give advantag 
to the Objeor, who ſaith, © you (hall ſee the myf 
* rtery of his Phraſeolopy; it was to miſlead you, int 
* that Abomination , that Chriſt was ſinful, that b& 
* was a Sinzer ; for, if Chriſt was Sin in the ſam, 
* Acceptation, that we are; then he was ſinful, b&: 
* was a Sinner, and the greateſt Simmer, that eveſh 
*was in the World. To this I anſwer, That wha 
ever is here ſuggeſied, my Interpretation of th: 
word [Sin,] gives not the leaſt advantage to th 
Objector. For, i 

1. If the word { Sin] has a Senſe in the Super/aſi 
tive Degree, in which it is true, not only of «s, buſi 
of Chrift, without making Chriſt inherently ſinful 
-—* pms guiltys all this noiſe 1s to no punſ 
POIE. ul 

2. That Chriſt was Sin in an /cceptation, thÞy 
we are Sin without being Ioherencly Sinful, fir 
evident ;3-as the word { Si 1mports Guilt, I mean 
Lcgal Enilt, and a proper Paniſkment conſequelſſcr 


therevponu, Sint in Scripture oft imports the n big 
wi 


- 
M 
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is, ith Legal Guile, in the Senſe deſcribed by the 
hopurned Biſhop of Worceſter, and it alſo oft-times 
figSnities Puniſhment. My Si», and ſometimes my 
hag, at other times my Puniſhment ; and when 
any: and Puniſhment are exprefled by the word Sz, 


ick$e are not only directed to our Sins 3s the merizo-. 


 (a$%s Cauſe, bur to the dreacdiul and diſmai Efects. 
ane are Si, weare upon the account of our Tranſ- 
ſeſſions exceeding Gwilty, and the Puniſhment they 
#erve 15 exceeding great. Bur, | 
vic 3. If Chriſt be not Sin in ſome of the ſame Ac- 
| IScations, 1n winch we are Sin, then the Guilt of 
fs &r Sins was never transferred upon Chritit, nor the 
21@niſhment thereof inflicted on him ; which is 2 
&y liberal giving up the Controverſte to the Soci- 
22G", who deny Chriſt ro be made Sin in any one 
yMiſe, in which we are Sin, and fo wiii not own 
nit our Guile was laid upon him, or a proper Pun- 
b&nt inflicted on him. 
m4. If Chriſt be in n Senſe Sin, in which we 
b& Sin, then our Sins were never imputed unto 
veſtriſt, nor did he, in a proper ſenſe, bear our Galt, 
hatch Puniſhment, nor was he, nor could he be a Proper 
th@rifice for ſin. To ſay, that Chriſt was a Sacrifice 
th& in, in a proper ſenſe, and yet nor / in any one 
iſe, in which we are /#2, is to ſay he had not the 
rlhile, nor the Puniſhment of ſin upon him, and chat 
buſtwas not a proper Sacrifice for ſin; for it's efſen- 
full :o a proper Sacrifice for ſin, to have the Guirr, 
ud Puniſhment of {in laid upon it. Upon this ac- 
unt it is that amongſt the Hebrews the word 
h4Þ»c is uſed for i, the Guilr, the Puniſhment, and 
, Berifice, And amongſt the Greeks, and Latines the 
exe word fignifies a wicked man, and an Expiatory 
effferifice. © Thus wap 15, as Dr. Owen agaluit 
1M bidd'c, CAP. 22, obſerves, Homo pia culurts pro Lu- 
It C2 * {iratione, 
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: ftratione, X Expiatione Patrie devotus 5 whence the 
s . . . 
; word is often uſed, as /celws in Latin for a wicked! 
man, 2 man fit to be deſtroyed and taken away 
Agreeably hereunto, Buds renders that place off 
the Apoſtle, 1 Cor. 4: 13. Jomp aeuns.Supws]a 


70s tanquam piacula weare as the accurſed thing 
of the World, and Sacrifices for the People ; it being, af 
may be ſeen in Poole in loc, the Cuſtom of ſom} 2 
Countries, in the day of their Calamity, to take th&n 
vileſt among(t the People, and Sacrifice them, wh@i 
by the Athenians were called Ka3pueJa; fo commogt 
hath it been for the Sinner, and the Sacrifice to beafir 
che ſame Name even amongſt the Heathen ; but i: 
the Holy Scriptures nothing more evident, becauſ@3 
the Si, for which the Sacrifice was to be offered 
was laid upon it in the Old Teſtament, wherebyſen 
the Laying of our ſizs on the Lord Jeſus, which wc 
2 neceſlary antecedent to his Death, as he was a S4Þ 
crifice, was prefigured. Bur, br 
5. Mr. A. writes,as if he had either never known! 
or had quite forgot what 1s fo very obvicus to moſc 
Divines ; and thetefore vi hat he ſaith on this occM®, 
fjon is to be the lefs regarced, and to be confided 
ed as what can ſerve no other ſort of People, thaſtt 
the Socinians, and their Allies, tho' I ſtill charitablÞſi 
hope, that he abhors their Tenents, even when hn! 
Writinzs do, in too many inſtances, favour tfieiffm 
Cauſe. nn 
The Fowrth Objetlion. "ll 
©Thar it is 2 wiſtzke' ro concivde from ChriltYin 
© being called £x:cry, that therefore he came undeÞl ] 
* the Santtion of the Law of Works. And the rather zl 
* becauſe being filed the Surety of a berter Teſtament; 


* can iclpect only the Covenant of Grace. ble 
Feply. Nl 
3, 1 do not fay that this is an Objection of Mii 


Alfop 


> 
. A. 
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heler's framing, nor will I anſwer it as ſuch. The 
edpſcopianiſm, and Sooinianiſm, that is in it, is ſo clear 
wit evidence of its being formed by 2 Well-wither 


of che Errours of our Adverfaries, that PII not 
Bien it on one in whoſe Writings I have not wer 
moſjith it. But that tis of the fame rature with 
"What Mr. W. hath advanced, is ro me mo!t certain. 
2 Whatever this O%jefor hath, with a boldneſs 
mmon amongſt our Adverſaries, afferted, ] mutt} 
$:ve leave to ſuggeſt, that by this way of arguing, 
d by theſe Afertions, he hath left out Qrchodox 
riters, and is gone over to the Tents of Limborch, 
ifrcel £125, Schliftingtons, and Crellins. 

3, That herein the Obje&or has forſaken rhe Or- 
pdox, I will evince by fetting down the Senti- 
Sats of ſome of the moſt Eminent amongſt them. 
Md that I may be the more convincing in what [I 
&, I muſt obſerve, that the hinge of this Contro- 
S&ſje rurns on 2 ſound determination of this Que- 
0n,viz. Whether ChriftsSuretiſhip belongs to his Prieſt ly 
Fice, or ot ? For, if it belongs unto the Prie//ly Ot- 
is, twill unavoidably follow, that as our Serety, 
# Lord Jeſus offered up himlelf a Sacrifice to God 

tthe Expiation of the Guilt of our ftns, char to 
send he took on him our Guilr, and bore the 
Fniſhment due to us,»-hich he could not do bur by 

n10g uncer the Sarttion of the violated Law. The 

mection there is between Chriſt's Prieſthood, 

d his offering up a proper Sacrifice, between his 

ing a proper Sacrifice, and his bearing the Guilr, 

#4 Puniſhment of our fins 3 and between his bear- 

& the Guilr, and Punifhment of our {18, and his 

$ng under the San&#ion of the violated Law, is fo 

ble, ſo firmly fixed, and invio}zble, thar, on the 

ning, that Chriſt's Suretiſhip belongs to him, as 


[4F*f, the whole here mentioned nece{larily fol- 
C 4. 1GT'S, 
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lows. The Links are too ſtrog to be broken. 1 
then our Divines hold, that the Suretiſhip mentionl 
ed in Heb.7. 22. belongs to Chriſts Prieſtly Office, 
they produce this Text to prove, that Chriſt as ond 
Surety took on him the Guilt and Punithment of 
our {10s, to (atisghe God's Juſtice for them, the 
they do run counter herein, unto the Epiſcopianf# 
and Socinians, in holding that Chriſt came wundert 
Santtion of the Law, 
4- That, in what I have delivered, I have give 
the (ſenſe of the Orthodox is manifeſt. The Learnec 
Biſhop Reynolds on P/al. 110. 4. p. 417. faith, © Thaf 
* Chriſt, being a Prie/?, muſt of neceffiry be a MB 
* diator, and Surety between Parties, that he migh 
© have one, unto whom, and others, for whom, and inf 
* whoſe bebalf ro offer a Sacrifice, Every Prie 
* muſt be a Meataror to land between God and the 
* People, and ro intercept, *and bear the Iniquity of 
* their Hoiy chings—— But every Mediarer is no 
© preſently a Prieſt, for there is a Mediator only by 
© way of /ntreatyand Prayer, &c. And there are Me 
« diators by way of Satrsf ation, as Sureties are be& 
* rween the Creditor and the Debtor ; and tuch a Pri 
« diato2 was Chtift ; not only a Mediaror, but alſo 4 
* Snrety of a better Covenant, Heb. 8. 6, Heb. 7, 22S 
* He was not to procure Remiſſiva of our ſins by 
* way of Favour and &cqueft, but he was ſet fortil 
* to declre the Righteonſneſs of God, Rom. 3+ 25. and 
$ (ych a Hediator between God and Us muſt needy 
* be a ©rie}t too. Vor the Debt, which we Owed Un 
© toGod was Blood. Withour ſhedding of Blood ther 
* & no Remiſſion, Hev. g. 22, Efſenius, who 15 applaud 
ed for his Defence of Grorius, de Satif atione, by Lu 
therans, 35 WEIL as Calverifs, ſaith the ſame ; © Zuany 
rum ad Fnoum, Heb, 7. 22. Yationes 4 Crelilio, allatas| 
"cur Chriſt SpOukor Novi Foederis vocernr mummy 
To * (ufticers 
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Iffficere otendimus, Set?. 1, bujus Libri. Ind in an- Iþ 
ionJecedentibus, & conſequentibus agitur de Sareriotio 
eifhziſti quo ipſe non fungitur nomine Dei apad | 
ourgomines ; ſed nomine Yominum, 2pud Deum, ci 
off victimam obtulit. Arq; Jta Sponſczem egit 
henfiro hominibus apud Deam. Ffſten, Trinmp. Crucss, 
andy. 2. ſet. 3. cap. 1. p. 500. Judicious Mr, Strong, 
r thy bis Diſcourſe of rhe rwo Covenants, liv. 2. cap. 2, | 
Þ. 1. $2. p.128. has ir thus; © The Lord C hrift, | 
venſy becoming a Sxrery, did give his band ; that is, | 
nedſſe did enter into Covenant with the Lord, and /© 
hafflis Name is put inro our Bond, Gal. 4. 4,5. He is , 
Med to be made under the Law, and that as a Co- l 
gh@enant ; and when the Apoſtle faith, He & the ih 
d infivrety of a better Covenant, whereas the nam of {lk 
iefChrift's Surerifhip refers unto the firſt Covenant, the jt 
thEovenant of Works broken, and therefore, in reſpect [1 
y off our Debt, he is the Sarery of the firit Cove- il 
noffſant 3 yer the Apoſtle doth not ſoexprets it, bur of I 
byllite berter Covenant, becauſe the Commutation of ih 
Mee Perſon, the bzinging in of a Surcty, 4+ 
beYtoperly belong unto the Covenant of Grace, and it Id 
Pea pare of the Covenanr of Etace, that there thould hl 
lo be inacws;, Or a Propitiation, one tO ſtarid in our 
22Fead, or to make Sarifattion to the Tuftice of God | 
byyor the Breach of the Covenant of Works; and [1h 
reifberefore the whole Swureriſhip of Chriſt doth refer ll 
andinto the Covenant of Grace, of which his fanding in Jl 
ew ftead, and paying our Debt, 1s a principal .part, | 
unfo this of Mr. Srrozg I will add what -Mr. Al/op ſh 
berith abour the Covenant of Grace, in his Anti-Sozzo, It 
ud$717, &c. © The Covenant of Grace may be con- "ſk 
LwAidered, either in its Conſtitution, or Execution : jj 
1andln the Execution of the fixed Conſtitution the Re- ll 
atabierming Mediator Uindertakes with Eod as a Righre- Hs 
gu Judge——and therefore becorres a Prieſt, a l 
(re : Sacrifice, Will 
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* Sacrifice, 4 Price, a Ranſom, a Curſe, to [atieffdy 
* the Judge and his Law-——Chiilt biz1/elf is prom 
* ſed in the Covenant as the Great Comprehenſive Bly 
* ſing of the Covenant, Iſa. 49. 8, 9. So that Chrif 
being given in the Covenant of Grace, to Redee 
us by his Death, and Sufferings, by his ſatzfying th 
'Zadge, and his Law, from that Miſery, our fins ha 
brought upon us,he might very well be ſtiled by chi 
Apoſtle, Heb. 7. 22. a Surety of a better Covenant, g 
Teſtament, which ſhows rhe vanity of that part « 
the Objection, which ſaich, Thrift cannot be faid r& 
come under the Santtion of the Law of Works, becay 
being ſtiled the Surety of a better Teftament, car 
:fpc only the Covenant of Gzace, Once more, | 
The Learned Dr. Ower,, in oppoſition to the In${: 
terpretation given of Heb. 7. 22, by Schliftingiusf 
Crurcelleus, and Hammond, ( and I may juſtly add tc 
that given by Mr. W.) declares. * That the generate 
 /ity of Expolitors, Antient, and 1odern, of the Roi 
©7221, 2nd Protetant Churches, on che place, affirmM 
* that the Lord Chriſt, as the Surety of the Coves 
*nant, Was properly a Surety, Or Undertaker unto Gods 
* for 2283 and not a Surety, or Undertaker unto us 
* for God, And becauſe this 1s a matter of great 
* zmportance, wherein the Faith and Conſolation offi 
*the Church 1s highly concerned, I ſhall (faith he)8 
* 2 little infiſt upon ic—lIrc is the PrieFthood of! 
* Chris that the Apoſtle trears of in this place,} 
© Feiz. Heb, 7, 22.] and that alone, Whereforeſ 
* he 5 a Surety as he a Prie#t, and in the diſchargeFu 
* of that Office, and therefore is fo with-God onFe 
© cur behalf—— He undertook, as the Surcty of « 


- * the Covenant, to anſiver for all rhe fins of thoſe, i 

* who are to be, and are made Pertakers of the \lc 

_ *Berefirs of it; that is, to mwndergo the Puniſhment {ik 

_ 4ne unto their tjas 3 to make Attoaement for _ "_ 
y 


4 
\ 
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| yy offering himſelf a Propitiatory Sacrifice for the 
Þepiarion of their {:ns, Receeming them BY the 
ice of his Blood from tneir fare of Miſery , 
Mind Bondage WOO the Law, anc the Curſe ef. it. 
[s. 53+ 4, 5» 6, 10. Matth. 20. 28. 1 Tim. 2.6, 
| Cor. 6, 20. Kom. 3.25, 26. Hb, 10.5, 6, 7,6. 
aFor. 8. 2,3. 2 Cor. 5. 19,20, 21. Gal.3- 13. Ard 
his was Abſolutely Neceſſary, that the Grace 7nd 
lory prepared in the Covenant, might be com- 
punicated to us» This, and ruch mcre io the 


fife p. 256, &c- To whom I will only add what 
alice Learned Author of the Interef# of Reaſen in Re- 
Fo? offers cn this Point. * Wherezs Chri# is {{iled 
#/ith he) the Surery of a better Covenant, 1t it be- 
zwſe the Enacting of the Covenant of Grece re- 
rects his Undertaking ro he made fin, and to un- 
Aergo the Curſe as the Moral Cauſe 2nd Condition s 
Jrichout which there had been ro Overtreres of 
Mercy made to the Sons of Men, p. 537,538. 
5. What theſe Great Men have here celivered, 


Sirmed about the Oppoſiticn the Or.houcy have 
20ade againſt the Interpretaticn given of Hb. 7. 22, 
offy Mr./#. Carcellzs,and the Secinian;bur it alſo doth 
1 Hoſt convincingly prove, that Chriſt's Sureriſhip be- 
Mgs to his Prieſt hood, that in his Acting the Part. of 
ef ISurety, or in the Execution of his Prieſily Office, 
ret Offered vp himſelf a Sacrifice, took on him our 
eBulr and Purmſhment, and, to this end, came uncer 
nie Sanction of the violated Law. For, 
f} 6. The connection the Apolile zffirms to be be- 
 Meen £ hrift 's Suretiſhip and his Prieſtly Ofhce is 
e ch, chat 2 cenying Chriſt to be a Swery, uncer- 
t kking to bear the Guilt and Puniſkment of ovr (ins. 
1 Þt that he came uncer the Serficn of the Law, to 
|  ſatisfie 


; 
4 
1 


ne purpoſe hath the Learned Dr. in his Pi/c. of 


bh not only teſtifie to the Truth of what I have * 
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latisfie God's Juſtice for us, hath a dire& tendency 
to ſubverc the true Notion of the Prieſtly Office, 
Of this Schlidtingizs was fo ſenſible, that he could 
think on no way (as Dr.9. obſerves) to ſolve the 
Apoſtles mention of Chriſt's being a Surery in the 
Deſcripmion of his Prieftly Office, bur by overthrow 
ing the Natore of that Office alſo. Of Fufif. p. 261, 
262, 263. Have we not then rezſon enough to be 
concern'd to ſee any, amongſt our ſelves, turning 
alide from the Common Faith delivered to us from 
the Lord Jeſus, and his Apoſtles, and falling in with 
the Inveterace Enemies of our Saviour's Satisf4- 
ion ? . One thing more I mult note, | 

7. That the Notion, Paraphraſe, and Expoſition, gi 
ven by Socinians, and a few other Authors, 0 
Chriſt's being made, and called our Szrery, becauſe 
of his Undertaking to be Pledge, and Guarranty fo 
CGod to Sinners, chit upon their Repentance and 
Faich he will both pardon, and beſtow upon them 
Erernal Life, 15 no wars either conſiſtent with, 0 
5 be reconciled unto what the ſame Apoſtle had 
declared, chap. 6. p.16, 17. where, tho' he had beenf 


_ diſcourſing of Chriſt's Priefly Office, he doth ne4 


verti-lefs expreſly, and poſitively affirm, that God's 
Woyd of Pzomiſe, accompanied, and ratifed by bu 
Dath, is the whole, and that praclufive of all otherf 
means of Security, and Aſſurance, which we either 
need ; or, that God hath in this matter been plea 
ſed ro afford us, in order to the fedfaſtneſs of ourf 
Faith, the Fulneſs of our Conſolation ; God being wil 
ling more abundanil; to ſhew unto the Heirs of Promiſth 
the Immut ability of his Counſel confirm d it by an Oath 
that by two Immutable things, in which it was impoſſible 
for Goa to lyc, we might have a ſtrong Conſolation, 
who have fled fo2 Refuge,, to lay hold upon the HopeYi 
ſer before 5. Ho that the Rea/on Of his being pled 

the 


YT. 
ney 6 Surery of the better Teſtament is, becauſe of his 
Ece iffering and performing thoſe great Things for us 
wdbwards God, without which the Teftamental Inbe- 
theſ1.1ce bequeathed in that better Te&#ament, wou!d 
theſot have been upon any Terms acruable unto, 
ow.id claimable by us. 
61. The Fifth Obje&ion, 
) be f That by ſaying Chriſt ſuſtained 2ht Perſon of 
ninoÞSinmers, Mr. L. muſt be thought to acknowledge, 
rom hat he dyed for the Reprobate, as well as for the 
vithlect, and that it favours the NeForians, who 
$4 o_ That Chriſt was conſtituted of rwo Per- 
07s 
gi Reply. 
off 1. Whar is objeRed againſt me in theſe words, 
uſe$ as much againſt the generation of the Orthodox, 
forſio uſe the ſame Phraſes which I do. Not that 
andflntend only the Zutherans in this Inſftance,who are 
emffieſly concern'd in the firſt part of ihe ObjeQion, 
offi ll uſe it in no other tenſe than the Reformed 
hadFnerally do- 
eenl2. The Conffufion which the Author of this 
nebjetion is fallen into, in his oppoſing the 7 hraje 
\d' Chriſts ſuſtaining the Perſon of yHinners, has 
bigoved ſome to fear, that all things are not Righc 
herfith him. For one while this Phraſe car (:;gnitte 
herfiching leſs than that Chri#7 puts on the Diſguiſe of 
ea-fliners ( Horreſco referens) and Aces the parc of a 
ourF«e-Player ; at another time, It muſt import e- 
milÞianiſm, as if Chriſt bad taken on him the Nars- 
mel Pcrſon of Sinners ; And again, the E:rgquiry is, 
ahMicther the Perſons of Sinners are not United, 
bled to be conſidered as One Perſon, and whether 
on Iiriſt did not die and fatisfie for that One Perſon, 
peat is for all egualy, which he dorh not tetieve ro 
[ed& our ſente, xs he declares. Bur, 
the! 2. The 


5 


+» wh 

3. The {-nſe, in which we uſe this Phraſe, is 
known to Divines of the leaſt acquaintance with 
theſe Sradies, fo chat unleſs there had been a fan! 
{omerhere, the Objector could not have beer 
thus puzzled, for it hath been cleared in my De 
fence. that when its faid Chriſt ſuf ained tbe Perſons 
of Sinners. it's not meant that the Perſon he roof 
02 him, was either a Feigned or 4 Natural Perſon# 
that it was only a Legal Perſon ; ſo that, did b&Þ 
underſtand what is moſt plain and ealie, he conlc 
not but ſee that he had not the leaſt Pretence fof 
Lis Blaſphemous Repreſentation of our bleſſed} 
Caviour's Acting the part of a Stage-Player ; nof 
for his charging us with Neſtoriani/m. 

4. As for his Endeavour to infer from thi; 
Phraſe of [Chriſts ſuſtaining the Perſon of Sinners 
the Docrine of Univerſal Redemption, is fo def. 
fiicute of the leaſt colour of Reaſon, that as he 
believes wedo not hold it, fo it hath no Foundz : 
tion tor its ſupport - For the Phraſe of [Chrif 
[atiining the Perſon of Sinners] and that other off" 
[ Chriits dying for Sinners] is of one and the ſame , 
Extent, and the Interpretation given by the Ortho" 
dox of the one, 15 ſufficient ro vindicate the other 
from his trifling Cavils. Bur, 9" 

5. When weſay, Thar Chriſt ſuſtained the Per 
ſon of Sinners, we mean tt of thoſe Sinners, whe 
are given by the Father to the Son, whom the Fathet 
will draw unto him, who core to the Father b 
che Son, do believe are Converted, Regenerated # 
and Saved. In a word, vie mezn it of Elect Sinners, © 

The Sixth Objection, | 

© That it is both Scandalous and Blaſphemous to lay? 

* That PeStilent Doctrines have been oftentimes Cong; 
" municated in the Language of Scripture, I th 


Rep! y 


SG 
| Reply. 
IJ 1. When I wrote my Defence of the Report, ob- 
| wing how zealous Mr. W's and his Sabſtirure, 
"Fere for ſtrict Adherences unto Scripture words, 
ad how much againſt the uſe of ſome Terms and 
"Jraſes ( choſen by the Orthodox, to explain the 
"wuch) becauſe nor in the Letter of Scripture, I 
ought it neceſſary ro ſuggeſt in my Defence, as 
; lid, p. 59. That it hath been the way of the Here- 

Ss ro Quarre] with fuch Terms and Phraſes as 
S. Church had choſen, becauſe not found in the 
, ter of Scripture ; adding, That amongſt nzany 
"Kiers, it's well obſerv'd by the Learned Mr Norton 

New-Enpland, That the mot PeStilent Doctrines 

We been Communicated in the Languaze of Scripture; 
"Jon which (as I am told) Mr. 4!ſop briskly: celi- 
it his charitable Cenſure, vis. That to tay fa is 
»F') Scandalous and Blaſphemos, Bur, 

T2. What Mr. Norton faid is Matter of Fact, in 
zf*oint whereof the Truth is too Notorious to be 
" Wmyed. And may we not trav{mit ro Poerity the 

Tretched and vilianous Fractices of Vile Hereticks, 

Fihout falling under the cenſure of being both 
; andalous and Blaſphemons ? : 

13. If it be Hlaſpremors to relate a Matrer of this 
__ ature, ſome of the moſt Fuaicions and earned 
itoriographers and Fathers of the Church, {ack 
Eu[cbins, Theoaoret, Gr7epory Nazianzen, vt .. /erom, 

F Auftine, and many otners, who heve {aiiliuly 
of tated, with much clearnefs ceiected the treauds 
rs 


zho 


d conſuted the dereftible Errors. of FHereticks 
|: Guilty, And whoever will eſcape this Mans 
ay ANACES 2nd Threarnings , whit LIITY beho:d rhe 
\ Ty Methods of the Enemies to our Holy Re- 
"""Þon, cho' ſubverſive of the Truth, an ruinous 
I the Souls of Men, mult tanifiy look on, and not 
| ſocak 


eply 
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ſpeak one word of them, becauſe they deliver the; 
Pernicivus Doctrines in Scripture Language. . Bi 

4. As in all ages of the Church, Hereticks hay 
hid their Advocates to plead their Cauſe, or at leah 
to extenuate and ſpeak favourably of their Error 
in like manner, there have not been wanting. ſom 
who cho” to the hazard of their Liberty,their Repurdh 
:tfon and Lives, becauſe of malitious Intreagues ans 
Invidious Dz{igns of Erroneous Delators, have. di 
covered rhe Cheat, oppugned the Errour, andi4e>& 
fended the Truth. W ? 

5 Thar it hath been the way of Hereticks (& 
at deceitfully, and communicate their Peſtilen, 
Notions in Scripture Language ; I will, for the (ali( 
of the Ovjzctor, and ſuch as want either Ability offkr 
Opporcunity to conſult Church Hiſtory, or the FA 
ther, inow out of Kracanthorp, who, - in his TredlD, 
r!fe of the fifth General Council, held at Conſtantinopl@id 
under the Emperor- Fuſtinian, making a very ftiriit 
{earch into theſe matcers, comes at laſt to this Col 
claſion, vis, * That the Ne/torians {pake like Cathde 
* licks, bat rhought otherwile: Their Words werllf 
© holy, and O-chodox2l, but their Senſe and Meaniff 
© ing was Blaſphemous, and Hererical. Neither waſhd 
© this any New Policy of the Neſtorians; the Arih: 
© ans, the Pelagians, almoſt all Þereticks have prahhe 
© ftifed the like. Our of them all (faith he) 1 withy; 
© here alledge but one Example. Yitalrw, a Predyilh d 
© + of Antioch was accuſed unto Damaſus co mail 
© tain in ſome part the Here/ie of Apollinaris, as defit 
© nying ChriF to have a Soul or Mind ; at the mbtiofÞif 
* of Damiſua he delivered in Writing a Confeſho$m 
© of his Faith — In this Confeſſion Yitals had plalpl 
© ced the very wo2ds of the Scripture, aor depzaviomne 
* not any way changed, Tezther rhe £D2Der, nor. 


© Wiiting of them being co:rupted, Bur, when | It 
h ta : 


” 
udp ned his ſecret meat __ his Fraud. Whence 


al 


ne = 5 oa 


L 33 ] 


; cane among his own Fellows, to them he 


Sikavchorp obſerves, That an'Beretical Pzofeſſion 


ay be made in the very wozds of holy Scripture 3 
ich is, as if it had been faid, Peſtilent Docrines 
Sy be communicated in Scripture Language. And 


juſt add, | 

6, Thar as it hath been a common practice of 
Hcks, ro keep moſt rigidly to the Letter of Scrip- 
ez and from time co time, provoke their Orchos 


| Oppoſers thereunto ; ſo, the Chnrch, to the end 


'might the more effeQually difcover the Hereſre,8 
retick, Explain and defend the T ruth,did always 
iſe apt Words, Terms, and Phraſes, from which the 
imour of Hereticks could never prevail with her 
turn. 

Doffor Owen, 1n the Preface to his Anſwer unto 
We, ſpeaks very fully uoto this Point, declaring, 
tit has been his obſervation, * That ſuch Mords 
" Expreſſioris, as are not 1s; found in Scripture, 


Fe Lueftioned' and Rejefted by none but ſuch as 


} their Rejection intend and aim ac the Removal 
f the Truth it ſelf, which by them is expreſſed 
d plentifully revea/ed in the Word. Hence 
hen Y alens the Arian Emperor, ſent Modeſtus 
he Pretorian Prefect, to perſuade Baſil to be an 
ſr;az, the Man intreats him not to be fo rigid as 


7 4i/pleaſe the Empero?, and trouble the Church, foy 
"K Dver-ſtric Dbſervance of Opinions ; it being bur 
St Woz2d, indeed one Syllable, rhat made the 


erence. And he thought it not Prudence to ſtand 
much'upon fo ſmall a Buſineſs. The Holy Man 


Svly'd,Bowever Children might be ſo dealt withal, 


hoſe who are bred up in the Scriptures,or noariſhed with 


Word: will not ſuffer one Syllable of Dibine 


Alrnth co bx betrayed, | like attemprc of this of 


Valens 


*Yalens and Modeftas upon Bajil, was made by the 
* Arian Biſhops at the Council of Arminum, whdl, 
* pleaded earneſtly for the Rejection of one, or tw( 


© Wo2ds, not found in Scripture, /aying oz the Ple 


* much weight, when it was the Everſion of the 


* Deity of Chzift, whieh they intended and arrempre; 
Thus Doctor O. ubjſupra. 7; 
7. Aﬀer the {ame -manzer, inthe preſent Con 


troverſie, my <{dver/aries make an amazing Noiſe 
crying out that the Quarrel is only about ſon 


k 


'# 
al 


{ 


; 


[is 


Words, Terms. Pbraſes and Expreſſions, ſuch as Chang 


of Perſons, Chriſts ſuStaining the Perſon of Sinners, &df 


which are neither in Scripture, nor in any. Pabli 


Confeſſions, and thus make a horrid ſtrife abou 
Words, when there is an agreement in things ; Calling 


upon us, to ſhow the Scripture, that hath the cor 


troverted Words and Phraſes literally in them, which 
you ſee from what I have urged out of Dr..Ova 
iS an old Practice of Hereticks ; I will further ſhow 


out of the Learned Daley, who in his Demonſira 


tion of Faith from Scripture, gives a particular a 


count of the Reaſonings of the Antient Heretiol 
_ of what 4nſwers the Fathers returned unit 
them. ; 


This great Man Notes it as the Practice of Arian 


and other Hereticks, to provoke to the Expre 


Letter of Scripture, for the uſe of thole Terms ad}; 
Phraſes that were then controverted. For inſtanceſh 
*Where 1s 1t ( fay they ) in the Letter, that th; 


© Son 85 Conſubſtantial with the Father, where in { 


* many Vords and Syllables ? Away with your Sj/$ 


* logiſms, and ſhow where nakedly and literally-it 


* {aic, that the Son is the True God, Yo Paſcenti 7 


* Comes an Arian, in St. Auſtin, In what Text. 


* the word Omooaſio-, or Conſubſtantial ? And iſ 
 *Vittor Vitenſss, its ſaid, that Hunnericus, an oa 
0g 


i 


* —- 
©; 
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hgking of the Yandals, in an Edict, by which he 
ic commanded the Carholick Biſhops of the African 
DEChurches ro meet with Men of his own Opinion 
Aibour Matters of Faich, would have them ſhow 
bEthe Faith of the Omoouſians to be in ſo many Ler- 
ers and Syllables of Scriprure, But, 

8. This way of Arguing was exploded by the 
nehers, as Abſurd and Fooliſh, who conſtantly 
lelkrred, That altho' what they belived was not to 
n@found in ſo many expreſs Words and Syllableg, 
«$ was it very clearly and manifeſtly deduced from 
Fin Scriptures. And as 4thanaſins expreſſed it, 
1matter,whether what, we believe be in ſo many words 
Uthe Scriptures, fo long as the Truths themſelves are 
rein Contained. That is {aid to be Written, alcho' 
Ot ils, in the very Letter, if the Sex/e of it 
Gs there. So Chryſofom. To which add, that of 
ergory Nazianzen, there are ſome things in Scrip- 
We intended, which are not Literally exprefſed ; 
#F&re are other things Literally mentioned but are 
at really intended, &c. Thus though ic is notin 
Ws Letter ſaid, f That God is /mpaſible, withour 
Gjining, 8&c- Yet theſe things are by other words 
Kended : Again , altho' it be in the Letter, chat 
1c ſleeps, awakes, moves, yet are they not really 
Sant. Dal. Vbs. ſup. Cap. 7. and 8. 
ns, This Learned Perſon induceth ſundry other 
*horities, and at laſt refers to his "Apperidix, in 
Mich is a Treatiſe of Theodorer ( which has been 
Serted in the Works of Athanafins) againſt 'em, 
Yo are for a rigid, and ſtiff Adherence unto the 
iy words of Scripture, without any regard to 
ir Contſonancy, or Diſſonancy unto Reaſon, or 
:t$: Analogy of Faith; or Myſteries of che Goſpel, 
which the Farther doth thus expoſtulate with *em. 
WAWhar ſhall I believe with my Hearr unto Righte- 
0 D 2 © ouſne(s? 


_— 
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* ouſneſs? What ſhall T confeſs with my Mouth ntl... 
* Salvation ? when it's 2n«hciouſly objefted, That the 
* Father who hath ſent me is preater than 1 > (hall 
* baſtily aflent uato it as thus ſimply Delivered, and y 
© boldly deny the Son to be equal with the Father > Myſt 
*I not at all weigh rhe matter, nor conſider that 4 
* his is to be underſtood in regard to the Occood, 
* my and Diſpenſation ? May I not obſerve what if, 
* (aid elfewhere of the Father and the Son's being 
one, and that we muſt honour the Son as well 
honour the Farther ? 
10. To gather up what hath been briefly ſuggeſF 
red, tis manifeſt that Hereticks have communics- 
ted Peſtilent Do&rines in Scripture Language; that. 
they have been for a rigid Adheſion unto the veryſ, 
words, ſyllables and letter of Scriptures That the) 
would Reje& thoſe Terms and Phraſes, uſed by the 
Orthodox to explain the Truth, and diſtinguiſh it 
from Errour; becauſe not in the Letter of Scripture; 
That the Church would not part with a word, @, 
ſyllable, nor with a Letter, that was neceſſary tc 
expreſs the Truth. The Council of Nice would 
not gratify the Arians nor Neftorians in a Letter 
faith Dr. Manton on Fade p.163. That the Oppoſerg 
of Orthodox Terms and Phraſes, always did it withF; 
a defign to ſubver: che Truth, But, if it be BlaſpheXh; 
mous . to detect the fraudulent Practice of Here- 
ticks, what Fence can we have againſt a Yitaks, aſſo 
Biddle, a Socinian or Arian ? 1 might enlarge and} 
expoſe, but I will forbear, and Apply my ſelf to 
the Conſideration of the next. 2 
The Seventh Objeftion, - a 
© Mr. Zobb leaves out a conſiderable word in tus}, 
* tranſlating 2 part of the Scorch Confeſſion p. 81-þ,, 
* ——There's a word [2U A $1] which bedidhj; 


* not think for his purpoſe to Engliſh. He ougie's , 
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ws ve aid, And to appear [as it were] in our Per- 

11 100» chat 15, that Chriſt appeared not properly in 
Your Perſon. 

nd : Reply. 

. Ji, When I did, in anſwer to the Requeſt of ſe- 
"ral learned and judicious Brethren, undertake to 

— Kanine the Writings of Mr. #. I found his Ar- 


"Sound in the Faith, who have made it cheir Buſi- 
"6, for a while to conceal their own Notions, and 
oF fo quarrel rather with the Terms and Phraſes 
""Wſen by the Orthodox to Explain the Truth; than 
"Ft che Truth it (elf ; thar I could do no leſs than 
"Je notice of it to my Brethren, who having not 
$2 ſo forward, as I think they ſhould, to give 
> to his Career, have ( though not de/gned!y) 
-Kouraged him and his Partizans, ro make further 
"Surſfjons on the controverted Terms and Phraſes, 
p—_ thac the whole conteſt is but about 
os. | 
F 2. This being the way and method of my Oppo- 
'$ 1 did in my Defence, carefully endeavour to 
T nicace it, that we contend for the: controverted 
Faſes, only, as they are expreſſive of whag is e/- 
"Tal to a real, proper and plenary Satisfattion to Gods 
; tice for our Sins, fo that in good earneſt, the 
\{ntention is about the great and neceſſary Doctrine 
J{corifts Satisfattion, and for theTerms and Phraſes 
f otherwiſe than as they are expreſſive of this 
Ktrine. 
{3 That: I- might bring our true and genuine 
einto ſo clear a Light, as not to leave the leaff 
ow of Reaſon for one doubting thought, 
ie what it was I expreſly declared, © That if I 
d but direc to. the Confeſſion, where either a 


per” Satisf ation is atlerted, or, where 'tis ſaid, 
D 3 < that 


$ 
F | 
q 
) 


 Snpts to be ſo like, what had been uſed by Men 


—  —— 


* that Chriſt, as Our Surety ſuffered for us 3 or thark 
- Chriſt ſuffered in our Place and Sread, or Ply: | 
our Perſon when he died ; it might I hoped, ſatisfy 
* any unprejudiced Perſon; that thePhraſes contendeddn 
for,are in our Confeſſions,that is, The thing they ſgnith# | 
and for which we plead, is there ; thereby ſhewing 
that it is the Doctrine, which theſe Terms and) 
Phraſes do moſt aptly, and with the greateſt Clear 
neſs and Diſtinction, convey unto our UnderſiandÞy, 
ings, that we are for. 9A iS 

5. That theſe Termes and: Phraſes are not of our 
Invention, but have been (as I have in my Defencex 
 vnanſwerably proved) uſed by rhe Orthodox -infit 
their Oppoſition unto the Arminians and Socinians 7 
in a Senſe known both to our Divines and their Ad4u 
verlaries. And that it hath been the trick of He-i, 
 reticks and their Favourers, to raiſe Doubts:andi&t 

Scruples about their meaning and utefulnefs; AsFſit 
on the other hand, 1t hath been che conſtant Praciſho 
tice of the Chanrch (as I have alreadv tuggeſted) tall 
defend them, — as they are moſt apt ro explain 
the Truth, and diſtinguith it from Errour. © | 

For which Reaſon, as ſoon as I have cleared myſy 
Tranſlation of the Scorch Confeſſion, and detecedf# 
the Impertinence and Folly of fome other Cavilgtt 
] will go on to the ſecond Point I have propoledifir 
to diſcourſe of, and thow, that the Controverſie Ih 
have with Mr. W, is about the Do&rine of ChrillsFut 
Satisſaction; that the Difference 1s Real, in an ArJhg 
ticle that affe&s the Uitals of Religion. But, a: 


6. The Fthraſe of | Chris ſuſt aining our Perſon Jr 
has been generally received by the Orthodox, as Exile 1 
preſſive of whats F{{ential, unto 2 real and Properur 
Satisfattion, even of what Chriſt did, to the end,ſkK 
he might appear before Gods Tribunal, under theÞuf 
Gi:i't of our Sins, and bear a proper DUONEN fork | 

E _ them 
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Sem. To ſuppoſe the Lord Chriſt to be guilty in 


| i his Own Perſon, is as if it had been ſaid, He had 
sfyſen in himſelf a Sinner, unclean, unholy : Bur ro 
eddofider Him as our Ssrery, ſuſtaining the Perſon 
ft Sinners, and fo to charge on him the Guilt of 
ng.r Sins, cannot in the leaſt defile or pollute his 
nd&vy and! righreous Soul. It hath been therefore 
armed by che Orthodox, that the Lord Jeſus 
dWained his own and owr Perſon, As confidered in 
S own Perſon, he is moſt remote from the Guilr 
id Filch of Sin. As ſtanding in o«r Perſon, lo he 
ceſs covered with the Guile of our Imquities, tho' 
init couch'd with the leaſt ore! Filth. | 

147, The Phraſe of Chrif#s ſuftaining our Perſon, 
d4uſt be taken in Sexſu forenſi in Law-Senle, import- 


-$f, that as a Surery doth iz foro ſoli, repreſent the -* 


F&bcor, ſo the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, when at the 
$,Sibunal of the Father, repreſented thoſe Sinners, 
coſe Redemprion and Salvation he had undertaken, 
Wd wherher it be ſaid, thar Chriſt dorh pur oz, or 
nYair., or bear our Perſon 5 the meaning 1s the ſame, 

d they who ſpeak, as if theſe three words of | pur- 
be oz, bearing and [u5aining] the Perſon of Sin- 
dirs, had as many different meanings; do talk as 
S they underſtood not the genuine Import of the 
hraſe. The ſame is true of the Latin Phraſe, 
KChriſties ſuſtinuit Perſonam noftr am; Chriſtus ſuſtinuir 
Sodammovo, ſeu, quaſi Perſovam nofram] or the 
Angliſh, {©Chrift did ſuftain our Perſon, Chriſt ſuſt ain- 

{as it were our Perſon] the ſignification is the fame, 
Ir whether quodammodo or quaſi be added or not, 
ke meaning is, That Chriſt did in Serſ# forenſs bear 

ir Perſon- Take the word [ Perſon] in Law-Senſe 
id there is no need of the word gu9dammodo or 
ef; but if the word Perſon, Import a natural 


| proper Perſon, then to afcertain the meaning "ag 
- & 
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be Forenſic, it's requiſite to add, either quaſs or awht 
dammodo : Far , Perſona moralis eſt quaſi Perſona pro 
pris. And accordingly our Divines, do indifferench! 
ly uſe the Phraſe, with or without gusſi or 9uods 
modo; for whether they uſe either of theſe wordgi 
or not, the Senſe is known to be the fame, and 
the meaning of them who have it, and who have i. 
not is, That Chriſt took, on: him our Perſon in Sth 
forenfl, in Law Senſe, as I have cleared it in mb 
Defence p. 24, 25, &c. ſo that I have not the leaf 
reaſon to ſcruple the adding that conſiderable word 
[9«aſs,] and for the ſake of a weak Brother am conf 
tent to do it, at any time when deſired. For, Af 
8. If the words { Chri## ſuftained our Perſon] (ignian 
fie ſomewhat really different from { Chrifts ſuft ajninglt 
as it were our Perſon] rhen ir mult be owned, thaſhie 
many Orthodox Divines, who have been though( 
to be of a mind, do really aiffter in chis Point fronf(( 
each other. And many learned Perions, who exy 
preſs themſelves with the greaceſt accuracy and cauf 
rion,affirming ſometimes,thac Chriſt ſuft ained our Perfip 
ſon, and at other times as zt were our Fexſor, do "—_ ne 
differ from themlelves, particularly Calvin, whit; 
on 2 Cor, 5. 21. ſaith, [ That Chriſt did /uſch«C 
quodammodo perſonam noftram] and on Gal. 3. 13S 
[perſonam noſtram ſuſceprrat,]. quarre]V'd with himſelifp 
or at leaſt either che Reverend Mr. Poole, or M, 
lorat did mifrepreſent Calvin on 2 Cor. 5.21. ForgY 
as Marlorat gives the Senſe of Cavin thus, perſonanſb 
noſtram quodaimodo ſuſcepit Chriſtus, ut Reus nofrf tl 
momine fieret, & tanguam Peccator judicaretur, 10 | 
propriis ſed alicnis Peccars 3 ſo. Mr. Poole thus, Chriſy t| 
145 autem Perſonam noſtram /»ſcepir, ut Rew noſrrd [| 
nomine fieret, & tanquam Peccator judicaretur. od t 
that the learned Mr. Poole is fallen into the very f 
Error, Mr. W. and his Deferdor charge on me 3 10ff i 
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3 I am accuſed for leaving out that conſiderable 
-oljnord £4afi.) Mr. Poo'e has left out as confiderable 
ch prodammodo. But wheiher Mr. P. or theſe Gen- 
»Alemen be the moſt ski]l'd inthe Latin Tongye and 
Jethe Civil Law, 15 not over difficult to determine, 
idlOncemore, 

id 9. My Learned Adverſary, Mr. W, adds, that 1 
Ciflought to have ſaid. [42d 10 appear [ as it were) ir 
naw Perſon, that s, Chriſt appeared not properly in our 
1W/erſor.} To whichT anſwer, 

>, 1- What he means by this Paſſage [Chriſt appear- 
ned vet properly in or Perſon, ] is not ealy to underſtand. 
Tf he means, chac Chriſt did not take upon him, 
nigr appear 10 Our 2ataral or proper Perſon, I have over 
and over faid it, it being moſt manifeſt, that he ap- 
atheared only in our Legal Perſon, which is what Mr. W. 
hKdoth expreſly oppoſe. The thing he is againſt is, 
nfChriſfis taking on him our Perſe, in Serſu forenſs, in 
xXaLaw Senſe. 

wy 2.This word therefore { properly] if he will in Op- 
{poſition unto me,abide by his Notion,that Chriſt did 
jt not take on him our Perſon in Law Senſe, muſt be 
h@tcked ro ['Chriſts appearing,] as if he had ſaid, 
oEChriſt did not properly appear_ before the Judgment 
[28Seat of God to anſwer for our Sins, but only im- 
lroperly, or Mctaphorically: Burt, 

«4 10. Had it been ſaid, That Chriſt did as it 
of were, rake on him our Legal Perfon, *cwould have 
«been to his purpoſe, and have ſignified no more 
rl than thac Chriſt did not really and truly take on 


2 him our Lega! 4 wy But not a word of this in 
iſs the Scorch Confeſſion. There it is clear, that the 
rd Lord Jeſus did appear before the Judgment Seat of 
J the Father in our Legal Perſon, which was the point 
rf for which I produced it. And altho' the [quaſi }is 
folf in the Latin, and [| as it were ] in the Engliſh, yet 
— | 


the 


a 
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the Dodtrine therein contained, is moſt oppoſite tal 


what is advanced by Mr. W. and his more learneg 
and upright Coryphews, as I hope, to the Convigtion 
of an unbyaſſed Reader to evince. For the differ- 


.ences amonglt us are real, in matters of the biggeſt 
Importance, and neareſt Concernment to our Im-þ 


mortal Souls. 
Seft. 11. 


The preſent Differences more than Verbal, being about | 
an Article, that affetts the Vitals of OHY Haly Re ? 


ligion. 


In my Appeal to the learned Biſhop of Worceſer, 
and the Principal of Feſws ColledgezOxon, I charged | 
Mr. Baxter, whoſe Notions Mr. . labours to pro- | 


pagate, for denying Chriſts ſufferings to be properly 
Penal. And [I have received a Line from a learned 


Friend, intimating, that Mr. A!ſop hath theſe words 

in his late Rhap/odie. * The Charge againſt Mr. Bax- ? 
*rer is 1iotoriouſſy falſe, all che Auchors Tricks to | 
* force him to deny the Sufferings of Chriſt to be | 


* proper Puniſhment s. 
ln this Charge the Heart of the Controverſie be- 


twixt. us doth lye, and if I make it good againſt 


Mr. Baxter, I doubt not but that my Orthodox Bre- | 
teren amongſt the Presbyterians, will acquit me 


from thoſe Cenſures they now load me with. 


The thing that lyeth on me to prove, is, That ? 


Mr. Baxter denyeth our Sins to be the meritorious * 
Cauſe of Chriſts Sufferings 3 or, that his Sufferings are | 


a proper Puniſhment, 


' - That this Charge ſounds harſh in the Ears of the ; 
Grthodox, who do not only think highly of him, for | 
the Services he did in confuting the real Antinomians, ; 


but 


e to 
ned 
10n 
fer- 
eſt 
[Im 
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&t alſo for his exemplar Piety, and in ſome Inflan- 


s uncommon ſelf denial. For, though they have 
en of Opinion, that in oppofing one extream, he 
emed to verge too much toward the other , 
d perhaps to fall in with Amyrald, yet they 
fer thought that in the Doctrine of our Sa- 
ours Satisfaction, he left Grorjas and fell in 
ith Epiſcopins his Diſciples. It lies on me therefore to 
roduce very clear & ſubſtantial Proof to ſupport my 
arge. And that Mr. Al/op and his Aſſociates 
ay be the more fully convinced, that 1 am far 
om Tricks to force Mr. Baxter, to deny the Suffer- 


08s of Chriſt to be proper Punifhmen1s ; I will make 


If 3 
Jempt, I will ſhows how exact the Agreement be- 
7 
%rch is,” and how full a Confuration the Anſwers of 
Grotius to Socinus, of the Biſhop of Worcefer unto 
Crelius , and of the Principal of Fe/#s Oxozunto the 
Diſciples of Epiſcopins, are, of the Principles which 
IMr. Baxter has advanced. Sub- 


my endeavour to ſhow, that in the controverted 
Sint about Chriſts Satisfaction, he forſook Grorizs 
nd the generality of the Reformed, aſſerting as his 
Seed Fudgment, © That our Sins, were not the me- 


titorious Cauſe of Chriſts Sufferings ; That no 
Sufferings are properly Pzna], but what are inflic- 
ed on the Delinquent himſelf, that when Farents 


Jor Princes ſin. and their Children or Subjects ſat- 
Jer, their Sufferings are but Improperly or Analogt- 
Jally Poenal ; and that therefore Chriſt not being 
Sthe aRtual Tranſgreflor, could not be in a proper . 
ISenſe puniſhed for our Sins 5 That properly ſpeak- 


ing he did not fſatisfie the violated Law ; And a- 


fsreeably adds, that the Sufferings were exacted by 


God, not as he was a Refor, as {Uch, but as a Refor 


I ſupra Leges, and as an offended Lord, and Benefaflor. 
| And, that I may be the more clear in this at- 


ween Mr. B. Crellizs, Epiſcopims, Curcellius and Lim- 
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Subſect. I. 
Of the Meritorious Cauſe of Chriſts Sufferings; 


1, That Mr. Baxter denies or frs to be the Near | 
impulſive, and proper meritoriotts Cauſe of Chri{ 
Suffering s. 


1. It's well known to the Learned, That if Chriſs 
uffering be not ex obligatione Legis, and by vertue} 
of the SanRion of the Law, fin cannot be the near Þ 
_ impulſive, or proper -rirorious Canſe of them : Por, Þ 
4540 univerſal and perfe& Obedience to the Pre { 
ceptive part of the Law, as it reſpe&s the Promiſary 
Part, would, according to the Rules of diſtrihuive 3 
Faſtice, have been the meritorious Cauſe of the Pro- ; 
eniſed reward, in like manner Sir, the tr anſgreſſion of | 
the Precepr, (as it refpe&ts the Panal Santtion, is} 
the zvericorious Canſe of the threatned Suffering, If Þ 
then I clear ir, char Mr. 3- is of Opimon', That" 
Chriſts ſufferings are not Ex obligatione Legir, it muſt 
be acknowledged, that he denies our fins to'be'| 
their meritoriow Cauſe, which I hope to prove, 
even to Mr. Alſop's Conviction, and moreover, to'F 
evince it that he doth expreſly declare, that'our |: 
ſins were not the meritorious Cafe of Chriſts ſufter- J 
1ngs. For, i" 

2. Mr. B. in his ſixth Determination, which-151n'F 
the firſt Chapter of the third Parr of his Methodus, F 
after he had ſet down his Diftinctions between the”F 
Law of innocent Natare, 4nd: the Law, peculiar to” $ 
the Mediator 3 And confidering the Law in the firſt'] 
Senſe. which he Gich obliged Chri#? himſelf, as Man, ' 
and all ochers, even ſinners, he adds another Diftin- | 
ction between the. Obligation of this Law, as 2K ? 


mote, 


» bite, ye as 2 rear Cauſe, and declares bis Judg- 
anenc ft us, 
1, © The Law of Nature, altho' it did oblige both 
Chriſt, and us unto Obedjence, yer, it did only 
1] oblige #s, not Chriſt, unto Puniſhment. The Law 
ar WHgeth not an innocent Perſon to Puniſhment, it 
2 Kondemns not the Ju#?, 

12+ © That the Law of Grace obliged Chriſt nei- 
Wer to Obeajence, nor to Puniſhment, 
43 © By the Law, peculiar to the Mediator, called 
nee Covenant, between the Farther and the Soy, ! 
Chriſt was obi; ged tO ſuffer Puniſhment for Sinners, 
amely, by his Conſent and proper Sponſion, and the l 
Fathers Wiland Commandment. From this Law 8 | 
be arar obliging Cauſe of Chrifis ſuffering Puniſn- | 
vert Had its Riſe. | 


34. © By the Law of Nature, obliging #s ſinners unto 
: $uni{pment, Chriſt was not directly obliged to | 
If Funiſbment 3 However, it was the occaſion of his 
ar Funiſhment, and the Obligation we lay under was | 
i Þe Kemote aule of Chriſts Obligation, for, if che [| 
be 44a had not condemned vs, Chiiſt had never un- l 
e,/| $50" or ſuffered a vicarions Puriſhment. So | 
TBE” | 
eo 13. From what Mr. B. has fo freely declared, it's | 
vr. Jident he is of Opinion, That the Oblzgation Chriſt | 
F under co ſuffer, ariſeth nor from that Law we | 
in" lated 3 but from the meavatorigh Convenant, and | 
it the Obligation to Puniſhment, which is by | 
jo-Fitve of the Sanction of the Law we. violated, 
o- fader which we all are by Nature) is but an j 
+ Kaſlon or Remote Cauſe, and therefore our fins 
n, | not the near impulſive, and proper meritorious | 
,. *ſe of Chrifts ſufferipgs, which is conform to 
e- fat he has ig his other Writings, not only in his | 
1 Poſt- 


[46] | 
Poſthumous Diſcourſe of Univerſal Redemption, butl 
in the Preface to his Confeflon of Faith, pag, af 
where he ſaith, * That as Chriſt could not take upon} 
* himſelf the ſame Numerical Guile, which lay on# 
* us, ſo neither could he take upon himſelf Gaz) 
* of the ſame ſort, as having not the ſame ſort of! 
* Foundation, Or Efficient ; Ours ariſing from the 
* Merit of our fins, and the Commination of the Law, | 
* and his being rather occaſioned, than mzerztred by! 
our for, and eccalioned by che Laws threatning 0 , 
4s, both which are as we may call them, but v1. 
*cauſes, 45 to him, &c. And in his Catho. Theol, 
Pare [I. Pag. 78. *Chriit ſuftered not by that Obli-8* 
* gation which bound us to ſuffer. = 

4. Theſe Paſſages I have mentioned do ſufficiently 7” 
clear it, That Mr. B. owns not, that our fins were * 
the near impulſive, or meritorious Cauſe of Chriſts#! 
Sufferings, the moſt he'll yield being this, viz. That & 
our {ins were the Dreafion, or Remote /mpulſive 
Cauſe, or the Pro-cauſe, ſomewhat in the place} 
of a meritorious Cauſe, which 15 no more chan So f 
cinus, Crellizs and their Followers do grant, as I}. 
will immediately ſhow. ; 


£ 
> 


IT. The Socjnians do grant, That our fins are 2; 
Remote Impulſive Cauſe, or meer Dccalion of} v 


Chriſts ſufferings. 


7. That the Socinians make fo large a Conceſſion g,; 
as this unto us, & evident from moſt, of theirg” 
Writings. Crellius againſt Grotius confeſſeth it, {| 
Fatemur, Peccata noſtra, poſiro Dei de ſalute nobs} In 
danda decreto, eatenus etiam fuiſſe JmpUul- ir 
fivam mortis Chriſti Canſam, &Cc, Ad partic. 2. vt 
Cap. I. Bur, 


2. There is ſo much to this Purpoſe in the be d 
; ner 


q 


er the Learned Biſhop of Worceſter gives, to what 
TWH:0jzs has on this Point, that T will fay no more of 


8 jig this place, bur proceed to the Propoſal of 
bat the Biſhop offereth unto your Conſideration. 
v Il. What Mr. Baxter and the Socinians hold 
's) about our {ins being only a Remore Impulſive 
>] Cauſe, or Occaſion of Chriſts ſufferings, oppoſed 
4 by the Orthodox, particularly by the Biſhop of 
11 Worceſter. | 


7 1: The Learned Biſhop gives the Senſe of the 
463nians about the lmpulſive Cauſe of Chriſts ſuffer- 
vs, aſſuring us, * That tho Creflivs Attributes 


"he (ufterings of Chriſt meerly tO Acts of Dominion, 


: 


4 "Fithouc any reſpect to {1n, yet elſewhere he will 
zlow a ReipeR, thar was had to /in, antecedently 
% the Syferings of Chriſt, and that the Sins of Men 
Tere the Impuſive cauſe of them. And although 
Cocin:zs 10 one place utterly denies any Lamful Ante- 
btdenr Canſe of the Death of Chriſt beſides the Wil 
#God and Chriſt; yet Crelius in his Vindication, 
Sith, by Lawful cauſe he meant Meritorious ; or 
ch, upon ſuppoſition of which he ought to Die : 
Tor eltewhere, he makes Chriſt ro oe for the Cauft 
of j* by the occaſion of our Sins, which is the ſame , 
Mat Cre/lizs means by an 7mpulſive or Procatartick 
we, Of Chriſts Suffer. Cap. 2. Sc. 2. 
12 To this Notion of Socinus and Crelimws the 
hop, who chroughly ſearch'd into this C ontrover- 
 Anſ(ivers, © T hat we underſtand not an impultive 
ein ſo remote a Senle, as though our Sins were 


N 
It 
t, 
bu 


l {meer Dccaſion of Chriſts Pying,becauſe the Death 
; it Chriſt was one Argument; among many others 

'I believe his Doctrine, the Belief of which wouid 
1. Jake Mea leave their Sins. But we contend for a 
tarer and more proper Serſe. Bur, 


& 
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But, when we come to conſider that other poigt, 
whether Chriſts Sufferings were a proper Puniſh-j 
ment : We ſhall hear further what his Lordſhipf; 
faith to this particular. For he rightly informs ys,] 
© That if the S*ferings of Chriſt be to be raken yn-* 
© der the Notion of Puniſhment, then our Adverſa-: 


© ries grant, That our Sins muſt be an impulſive Cauſe of 
© them, 1n another Senſe than they underſtand it» What) 
that other Senſe is, will be thown under the next 
Head, about Puniſhment, where you will meer with; 
enough to ſatisfy you, That the impulſive Canſe,7: 
which they'] grant on a Suppoſition, that Chriſtsh, 
Sufferings are properly Penal, is a near impulfo 
and proper meritorious Cauſe. 
3- Dr. Edwards doth alſo, in his Preſervative a4 
gainſt Socinianiſm, Part 2. p. 94, ſpeak very diſtintS, 
ly to this thing. For, ſaich he, © That Chriſt dyedþ 
* for us, are the plain words of Scripture, He gave 
* himſelf for us, Gal. 2, 20. Eph. 5. 25. 1 The. 5, 108 
*2 Cor. 5- 14, 15. And this, not only in general 
* for our good, but be was delivered up for our Offences,] 
* Rom. 4.25. He dyed for our Sins, 1 Cor. I5. 3, 
* tothe ſame purpoſe, and for the ſame Reaſon, he i 
* ſaid to dye for the Vngoadly, Rom. 5. 6, Anditi 
* mentioned, as the great Inſtance of Gods Love t 
* us ; that whilft we were. yet Sinners Chriſt dyed for 
* 25, ver. 10. of the ſame Chap. All which Phra 
© ſes of dying for Sins and Sinners, plainly denote t 
* us, that Sin in thoſe places, is not to be conſider 
© a5 the Final, but a th: impulſive and mtritorio 
* Caufe of Chriſts Death. te 
Thus you ſee the Agreement between Mr. Baxter. 
Socinus and Creltius about our Sins, being the remoth,,, 
impulſive Cauſe, or meer occaſion of Chrilts Sufferings, 
co be real; and that he hath herein lefe rhe 


P—— E——— -- —_—— 
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box, ſuch as Grotizs, the Biſhop, and Dr. Edwards is 
t-Jearly proved. I will therefore confider, what is 
IPid of Chriſes Syfferings being Penal. 


l- | Subjeft IT, 


Of the Penalneſs of Chriſts Sufferings. 


tr. Mr. Baxter denies Chriſts Sufferings to be 2 
th wer Puniſhment. 

t,!r. Mr. Baxter, in his Methodus, propoſeth this 
eſtion, © Whether che Paſſion or Sufferings of 
hriſt, were properly and formally a Puniſhment ? 
d his Determination 15 {uch as clears it, thac he 
bids Chriſts Sufferings, to be only 1mproperly, Ana- 
cally and Materially, not properly and formally a 
tſhment. 

2. To evince thus much, I will diſtintly con- 
Offer what he hath premiſed, and ſhow how he de- 


1, In his Premiſes, he tells us, © That a proper 
Gnbment 1s a natural Evil, inflited for a moral Evil, 
he Matter is Affiftion, or a natural Evil inflifted. 
Whe Form is the Relation of this- Matter ro its 
ritorious Cauſe. The Fault (or moral Evil) 1s ei- 
er really fuch, or by a wrong Judgment : and fo 
Hhaiſhment is diſtinguiſhed into that which is dae, 
: Fuftitia; or that which is «ndue, ex Injuſtitia : 
e firſt is a Puniſhment in a prop:y Senſe; the 
Sher is 8 Puniſhment, Analogice, and only in 
he ſenſe of a 7«dge, and others unjuſtly judging. 
enhe word [ Puniſhment | therefore 1s ambiguous. 
miſbment in the firſt, and moſt famous Senle is a 
tual Evilon the Delinquent himſelf. Puniſhment, 
Ya ſecondary and Analogical Senſe, is a natural Evil; 
F*Yhich doth not dire#1y, but mediarely only, and by 
| E acct gent 


my a ah. 2c eg; od | — —_— 
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* accident flow from a moral E2il. This Paniſhmeny 
© 15 twofold, | 
© The one which naturally follows the Sin of ano 
* ther ; that is, from that natural proximity there j 
© between the Syfferer and the Sinner. The other} 
' * which doth not naturally but by a voluntary Sponſion; 
_ © fo that, by Ferre of the Sporfion, vicarious Puniſh 
e ments are endured. [ 
2. The Determination 1s, T. * That Chriſt wag 
© not re verd the Simmer, and therefore his Sufferingt 
* were not Penal, in the Primary and moſt Famou 
© Senfe. 
2. *Chriſt was not in the account of the Fathe# 
*©a Sinner. For, God doth not judge falſely, ang 
* therefore, he did not ſuffer an Analogical PuniſhF 
* ment, ex faiſi Reputatione Dei. wt 
. * Chriſt, being miraculouſly conceived bf! 
*the Holy Ghoſt, could not ſuffer Anolagical Punj 
* ments for his Parents Sins. 
| 4. Chrif#t, being woluntarius Penarum Sponſe 
* did, as cur Sponſor, ſufter Analogical vicarious Puri 
© ments. His Sufferings therefore, as to the Re#/ 
© fon of the thing, were a natzral Evil, endured «F" 
© occaſione, & canſalitate remota Peccatorum huma 
© generis & proxime, from the Obligation of his prope 
* Sponiſron and Conſent. 
3. In theſe Premiſes, and this Determination, M 
Baxter fteely declares, © That our Sins were but thf 
© occaſion Or remote , not the near impulſive Caule 0 
* Chriſts Sufferings, that his Sufferings were nol 
© properly and formally, but only Improperly and Analogy 2: 
cally Penal. Yea, | 
4. There is more in it, he is expreſs, That © 
proper Puniſhment cannot be inflicted on any, but thi 
Delinquent himſelf, For, ſaith he, Pana in fenfi Tt 
primo & famoſilſimo eſt ipſins Delinquentis maiun _ 
| ral 


| 
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hrale. The formal Nature of Puniſhment lying in 

tRelation unto in as its meritor ious Cauſe, the 
q uniſhment formally conſidered, cannot he thinks, 
\:# 0N any but them, by whom the Sin is committed; 
2d therefore agrecably enough, in purſuit of his 
»yFri0ciple, He denies the Su ferings of Childrex and 
N bjefts for their Parents and Princes Sins, to be 

boperly and formally Penal. His diſtinEtion is be- 
agieen Puniſhment taken properly, in Senſu primo & 
,awoliffimo; and in an improper, ſecondary, and an 
Unalogical Senſe. His Determination, that Puniſhment 
the fr/# ſen{e, 1s only on him that actually commit- 
ned the Sin. That there can be no Punithmenc 
ndjut what 5 deſerved 3 2nd that no Man can deſerve 
pat another ſhould be puniſhed. That when Pa- 

ms and Princes fin, and their Children and Subjefts 
fer, their Sufferings cannot be properly and for= 
Ily Penal ; becauſe they did not commit the Sin, 
d ſo could not deſerve it : Their Sufterings there- 


G 


minorum Poenas conſequenter patinmtiur verne 
® inſenſu aabuc pleniore, filins pro Parentum peccatis 
Megs Panas ; which be thinks may be calied Panith- 
dent aptly enough, becauſe they have a re/4t:on.unto 
n, as tO an Occaſion or remote meritorious Caule. 


no : ; 
logh 2: Mr, Baxter's Agreement with Cre/lius, about 

the meritorious Cauſe of Chritts Sufferings, and 
it 4 his Sufferings being a proper Puniiiment. 


., BF Lt 
nfThe Senſe of Crellizs, being with the greateſt 
«nFarnels delivered by = Biſhop of W. which (Ri 

3 ITT 


ral 
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h;s Lordihip,) will be veſt done, by laying down hiil 

princip'es as to the Tutice of Punithments , in « 

more diſtin Method th 21 hmſelf hath done: ] will 

{hv th: Agree nen? there 15 betwe en Mr, B. and 

Crelttns, by prop ing Grits his Principles, in the 

very words of, the learned Biſhop ; which in his 

Diſc. of Chrifts Suferings, Cap, 3+ S. 3. you mill 
tind co be thus 

L,.* Thar no Perf: 212 can be july puniſhed, eitherf 

* for his own or :10thers Fanle, but he that hath def 

* ferve.! 1: ben puaihed by ſome Sin of bis own: For 

* be 111] 2i]-rrs, Loac the Juſtice of Puniſhment ari: 

*ferh from 11S 0w0n Fault, though the atual Puniſh 

* MEDC Ay be fro: 2 anothers: But be that ts puniſhes 

: wic' 0; reſpect 19 his own Guilt, 1s puniſhed undeſer4 

evedly;, +2 he that is punithed nndeſervedly, 7 ts pun 

: ied. uUNTns1y. 
2 * Tha Perſonal Guilt being ſuppoſed, one Man 
* Sin may be the impalſive Cauſe of anorhers PuniſhS 

* ment, but they cannot be the eritor ious. The | 

* differen hetw een them he thus explains, the Cans 

is thit 1/\\ch makes a thing to be; The impulſrut F 

5 th. et Wh moves one t0 do 4 thing without anyg 1 

* Conſideration of Right that one hath to doit; Mey 

© rit, 3s that which makes a Man worthy of a thing 72 6 

* 2 r god or bad, and ſo gives a right to it - if it bg? 

200d to himſelf. if bad to him at whoſe hands be hath 

© Geſerved ir. Now he rells us, that it is ; mpoſſibleſ 

* Thar exe Mans Sins ſhould make any other deſerve Pun h 

* m21t, but the Perlon who commited them ; bur they 3 

* 2324p 1032] onero puniſh another, and that enfbth; if thelde 

; Perlor F 4 'b otherwiſe Gelerved to be puniſhed, unjult- 4 

7, if » hath 0: The Reaſon he gives of it isgm 

; HIRE as on, "1 1 ary ' of the A&#, which 1s the proper \ 
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bi:fto Puniſhmen t, but him that hath committed the 
# Fault, And therefore le aſſerts, That no 1:3 
willkar be puniſhed beyond the celert of bis own Sins, bur 
andfhere may be ſomerimes 3 Covble impulſive (ante 
thely that Punithment, viz. his own and ocher Mens, 
hisfybereof one made, rhar they ſhould be julily puniſhed, 
villibe other har they ſrould be afturlly, Bur rhe lar- 
er, be ſaith, alwiys ſuppocſerh rhe former, a the 

1er foundation of juſt Put ment.{c that ro part of ©un- 
de- ihment, could be executed UPON} him, wherem hs own 
or,$ins were not ſuppoſed, is the Mmeritorions Cans of it, 
zi4Here then you may fee, with what clearnels the 
ſhop hath ſtated the Principles of Crelizs, and if 
bedþu'll compare them with whar I have raken out of 
erWMr. Baxter's Metbodus, you'll frond the Agreement 
o bein the following Inſtances. 
Ii. Thata proper Puniſhment cannot be inflited, 
any but him that committed the Sin. There 
1 be here no difference berween them, unleſs in 
Si, that Cre/livs grants more, and, if I miſtakenct 
Snes nearer to the Orthodox than either Mr. B, 
Mr. #. do, when he owns, 
Ii. © Thar 4 remore Conjuotion, may be ſuffici- 
feFmnt for a Tranſlation of Penalty, viz. from one 
eAbeneration to another. 
4 2. © That Sins may be truly ſaid, to be puntthed 
An others, when the Offencers themtelves may ef- 
lefape Puniſhment. Thus the Sins of FPzrenrs 1n 
their Children, and Princes in their Subjects. 
eſt 3. © That an Ac of Dominion in fome, may be 
bdefigned as a proper Punithment to others. 
| 4. * That the Nature of Puniſhment is not to be 
Kgmeaſured by the Senſe of it © 
x9 When I obſerve, wich what indignation Mr. PB. 
prefleth himſelf againſt our S»fering, or being 
ſhed in Chriſt ; I om bur conclude, that here- 
C2 10 
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In Crel;us yields more to the Orthodox than Mr. 3 
doth, who, I believe, being aware that ſuch learnec 
Men as the Biihop of W. would make too great ar 
Improvement of ſuch Conceſſions, he would not git 
the Advantage. For-indeed, the Biſhop hath wel 
improved what Crellivs grants; as is plain from 
what he faith, in Cp. 3. $. 22 Now upon theſe 
Conceſſions, though our Adverſaries will not grant 
* That Chriſt was Poperly puniſhed for our Sins 3 yet 
© they cannot deny, but that we may very properly be 
* {aid, to be puniſhed for our Sins in Chriſt ; and if 


© rhey will yield us this, the other may be a Strife 


* about words. For, ſurely there may be eaſily ima- 
© ohtied, 45 ret a Conjunftion between Chriſt an 
© us, 25 berween the ſeveral Generations of th 
© Jews. 3nd that Jaſt which was puniſhed in the De 
5 {rotor of Hierulalem: And though we eſcap 
© that //urilhimeat which Chriſt did undergo, yet w 
E miabi haute our Sins PUnifhed in him, as well as Pri 
© ces theirs, in their Subjects, when they eſca 
© themieives, &c. ; 
What I have ſuggeſted on this Occaſion, clear 
Jt, $220 vir. & vifters at leaſt as much if not mor 
from the Ortiiod os, than Crellias and his Admirer 
iO. 
; 2. They alſo azree, in holcing ; That the Suffe 
1075 of Clhijdares of Stinjects, when their Parents 
Princes Sin, are rot proper } uniſhwents, either 0 
the Children or Subjects, and that Chriſts Suffe 
ings becauiehe was not the Sinner, were not propets 
ly 1 ena). ; 


The Oppoſition made by the Biſhop of Worceſter 
:nd the ?rincipal of Feſas, Oxon, againſt ti 
Principies, embraced by Mr. Baxter all 
Crellimns. 
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11 The Biſhop having given a clear flate of the 
ware inciples of Crellixs in this matter, as I have alrea- 
It nf ſhown, adds, * Theſe are his [| viz. Cre!lizs ] two 
give nain Pzinciples, which we muſt now thoroughly 
well ; amine . the mal forre of his Book ling in them, 
foam | if we can prove, that it hath been generally re- 
theſa(eived by the Conſent of Mankind, thac a Perſca 
r20e nay be puniſhed beyond the deſert of his own Afijors; 
"el f.God hath juſtly puniſhed ſome for the Sins of 
ly be bthers, and there be no 1njuſtice in one Mans Suf- 
nd i008 by his own Conſent for another, then che/e 
Iriſh Inciples of Crellins, will be found'not ſo firm as 
m4. 0* 1magins them. 
 nd7+ That it hath been generallyreceived, by the 
Ss onſent of Mankind, Thata Perſon may be juf1y 
De# ſhed beyond the Deſert of his own Actions. For 
-2pe hich Purpoſe , Gretizs objeted againſt Socinus 
who appealed to the Conſent of Nations, about 
PrinfÞ0e being punithed for anothers Fault) :bat rhe Hea- 
ants 4id agree, That Children might be puniſhed 
Mor their Parents Faults, and People for their Prin- 
es ; and that corporal Puniſhment might be born, 
ws dy one for another ; did appear by the Perfians puniſh- 
irorl g the whole Family for the Fault of one, In 
*vhich Caſes, xfaich the Biſhop) The Puniſhment 
i 1did extend beyond the Deſere of the Perſon, who 
laffered it ; for no other Reaſon is aſſigned of theſe 
Sufferings, beſides the Conjunction of the Perſon 
or his Conſent; but no antecedent Guile is ſuppoſed 
-445 neceſſary to make the Puniihmenc Juſt. If it 
'be ſaid that the unjuſtice lies in this ;that ſuch 4 one 
ſuffers undeſervedly, and therefore unja/tly; T anſwer, If 
fe it be meant by «ndeſervedly, without ſufficient Cauſe 
;0r Reaſon of Puniſhment, then we deny, that ſuch a 
lone doth ſuffer andeſervedly. Immerito in the Greek, 
{Glofſes is rendred by wk and merits by— wadſor 
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ET | 
. and in Cicero, Fure, GX merito are moſt 


common 
. joyned togerher. 59 that where there is a Right 


. to puniſh, and ſufhcient reaſon for ic. ſuch a one 
doth not ſuffer Immerito (3. e.) wndeſervedly. Tf it he 
* ſaid, That ſuch a one 15 not dignus pena, that im 
* plies no more than the other 3 for D:gnws, or a5 the 
© Antients writ it Dicnws, comes from the Greet 
* Sicn, Fr, as Yoſſins tells us, ut dignus ſit cui tribui ali 
* guid e£quum eſt : S0 that where there is an eguityin the 
* ching, there is a Diznity 1a the Perſon, or he may 
© be ſaid to be worchy ro wndergo it, So far the Biſhop, 
who hath cleared ir beyond contradiction, that one! 
may endure a prop?r Puniſbment for the fins of ano-! 
ther, and thar thus it is 1n the caſe of Childrens and 
Peoples ſufferings for their Parents and Princes fins 
2. The confining a proper and juſt 2uniſhment tc 
the Perſon that commits the fin, denying the ſuf 
erings of one for the {in of another ro be proper 
»e2nal, doth at once ſubvert both che Doctrines 0 
our Saviour's Satisfaction and Original Sin, For, 1 
a Man may not be juſtly puniſhed beyond the Deſert 
of his o'va Acts, the Lord Jelus, who never coms 
mitted 11n, could not bear 2 prover Puniſhment, nof 
could any of Adam's Poſterity be juitly puniſhed fof 
his fin. In anſwer hereunto I will give you ths 
{ſenſe of the Learned Dr. Edwards, who expreſletl 
himſelf in theſe words ; © Now I ſay, there hatly 
© not been (for ought I know } any Nation, or Kings 
© dom in the World, that hath not in ſome caſes 
© and for ſome weighty Reatons, thoughr, and ads 
* judged it lawtul to puniſh one man for the ſins of ano 
*rber. $0 that over-haſtily, and peremptorily; ( 8s 
© the Socrrians,and Remonſtrant- do) to pronounce the 
* Impucation of Adam's {in, and the puniſhing of bis 
© Polterity for it Unlawful, barely for this Reaſons 
* that no mancan be jaſtly puntihed, who was = 
artyy 
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nly{Party, and actually engaged in the praftice of the 
iphe{ fin» is to contradict the Reaſon, and condemn the 
on] Uſage of all Mankind : and not only fo, bur as this 
be Poſition is roundly, and without exception laid 
in4 down by them, ir rends plainly-ro overthrow the 
thef whole Deſign of the Goſpel, by denying the ſuffer- 
reef ings of Chriſt to have the true Notion of a Puniſh- 
ali} ment, whereby he ſatisfied the Juſtice of God for 
thel' the fins of Mankind. 

may! © In ſhort; The preſent matter in debate between 
op oz Us,and our Adverſaries, turns upon this point, whe- 
2nef ther in any Cale, a perſon may lawfully, and juſtly be 
no-I' periſhed for a Crime, which he did not perſonally 
an commit ? They deny it, and condemn the practice 
fins as abſolutely unlawful: We, on the other hand 
t ef ſay, This may be juſtly done, and for a proof of 
ſuf'the Legality of it, we can produce the conſent of 
prrlff all the moſt Civiliz'd States and Governments that 
5s off have been in the World, who have accounted it 
r, if' in ſome caſes Lawful, and thoſe eſpecially two. 
eſerfi' 1. Where there hath been the voluntary Offer, 
-oms' and Conſent of the Party, as in the caſe of Sureries, 
oof Le 8&c. Or, 2. Without that Conſenc, where 
| fof!* there is either a Nataral, or Civil, and #olirical 
thes' Union between the Perſons offending, and the 
y* Perſons puniſhed ; ſuch as is that between a King 


| ad 
ts Pad We | | 
ano * ice. Saul flew the Gibeonites, and the Sons and 
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one may be properly puniſhed for anothers ſin. Ang | 
chat thus it 15 in the caſe of Chriſt's ſuffering for 
us, and of Childrens and Subjects ſuffering for the / 
fjas of their Parents, and their Kings. ; 

3. What have cited out of the writings of theſe; 
great Men, makes it very clear, That Mr. Baxter! 
denying our Sinto be the proper meritorious Cauſe ? 
of Chriſts Sufferings, and his Sufterings to be a pro-% 
per Puniſhment ; is a manifeſt contradicting the Bo- 1 
dy of Proteſtant Writers cn theſe Points, as an op- 
poſition to the allowed Cuftora of Mankind, and# 
the plaineſt Texts of Scripture. And his affirming $ 
chat a proper Puniſhment, cannot be juſtly inflicted % 
on any but him who committed the Sin; and thath, 
when they, who by their own Actions have not de- :: 
ſerved a Puniſhment do ſuffer, their Sufferings are 
no otherwiſe Penal than materially, improperly and 
analogically, he agrees with Socinus, Crellins, Epiſco- 
pi and his Diſciples is moſt evident ; and what the 
learned Biſhop and Principal have inſiſted on, in their %; 
anſwer unto our S9cinian and Epiſcopian Adverlaries, ' 
i5a moſt direct and exact Confuration of Mr. Baxter. | 
4. Theſe things are fo plain , that I doubt not * 
of the concurrence of an impartial learned Reader. * 
However for the ſake of Mr. -{!/op, and others leſs 
ſtudied or prejudiced Divines, I will offer ſundry - 
other Conſiderations for the fuller Proof, that Mr. 
Baxter differs from his Orthodox Brethren, and falls 
in with Epi/copi« and his Diſciples in the Doctrine : 
of our Saviours Satisfaction. 
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Subſet. 4. 


Further Proof that Mr. B. hath left the common 
Dodtrine of Proteſtants i: the Article of Chrifts 
SatisfaQtion, 

Confi- 
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\nd i Conſideration ; 


the | x, Tt muſt be acknowledged, That if Chriſts Suf.. 
rings were properly Penal, they would fo far have 
ele {ſwered the Obligations of the violated Law, that 
4 might be ſaid, properly ſpeaking, Chri/t ſatisfed the 
Law it ſelf. On the other hand, in caſe it ſhall ap- 
jar, that Mr. 3. denyes Chriſts fatisfying the Law 
30-% ſe lf in a proper Senſe, it muſt be yielded, that he 
P- Znyeth Chriſfts Sufferings to be a proper Puniſhment. 

The Connection thar there 1s between the one and 

me orher, makes good whar I herein atfirm, and 
Fhoever will ſearch cloſely into this Controverſe, 

Fill find, That the true Reaſon, why Chrifts ſati(- 

Hh ng the Law in 2 proper Senſe 15 denyed, 1s becauſe 

4 Satisfaction cannot} in this Senſe, be made to the 

0 Law any otherwiſe than byChrifts enduring a proper 

0- Puniſhment. To fatisfie the Law it ſelf, is to anſwer 
ie Fe Obligation of the Law, and ſuffer by Vertue of 
its Sanction, and nothing more evident, than thar 
5, Sufferings by Vertue of its SaaRion, are a proper 
7: Puniſhment. Bur, 

Xt 2. Mr. B, isas expreſs in denying Chriſts ſaris{y»g 
& the Law, as he is in denying his Sufferings to be a 
5 propet Puniſhment, This Charge hath fo much 
Y Reaſon for irs ſupporr, that whoever will conſult his 
 ' Methods, þ. 3. cad. 1. Determ. 2. will ſee enough 
S /to convince him, there he will meet with this Queſ- 
© 'tion, © Whether ir may be properly faid, that Chriſt 
* ſatisfied the Law it ſelf, as it obliged Sinners to 
© Puniſhment,to which he adds in a Parentheſts(etiam 
© eam 101 patiends implevit ?) or rather ought we not 
"to ſay, That Chriſt ſatisfied not the Law, bur the 
Lawgiver, as above his Laws? 

2. That we may with the more diſtintion, take 


in his genuine Senſe, it muſt be noted. x, That 
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Mr. B. is of opinion, there was a diſpenſing with 
the Law, not only as to the Perſon ſuffering, but 
as to the Penalty ſuffered ; that the Sufferings of our 
Saviour were not by Vertue of the Penal SanRion 
of the Law, and therefore could be in no ſenſe x 
fulfilling that part of the Law. 

2. Thar he con{tderetch not God in ex1Ring Satif- 
faction, as 2 Rector qua talis, whole part it is to ſee, 
that the Law Ne ſatesfied, but 25 a Rettor qua ſupra 
Leges, and Gd confidered as fuch may be ſatisfied, 
although no proper Puniſhmenr be indured, 

3. Thus much premiſed, we tha]l tind, that he 
uſes the word [Sarifattion] in 2 very large and com- 
prehentive ſeale, for whatever an{wers ſome remote 
ends of the Law. The SanG&10nof che Law is ef- 
ſential to it, and cannor be farisfied bur by ſufferings 
that are properly a Puniihment. But ſuch ends of 
the Law as are nor efſenrial thereunto, and only re- 
mote, may beobtained without bearing the Puniſh- 
_ or indeed without enduring any Sufferings ar 
all. 

4. Thar Mr. B, aims at no more by his Notion of 
Chriits Satisfaction, than an obtaining ſome remote 
ends of the Law ; is minifeſt from the very paſſage 
my Friend teils me, Mr. Atop refers unto, to prove 
my Charge ro be n9r9ri00ſly falſe; and a Careful ob- 
ſerving its genuine Import. which will be very plain 
if we conſu't riiat entre Faragraph; mav convince 
an impartial Mint 3 That Mr. B. hath different Ap: 
pretentions i5 the ie Points, from his Orthodox Bre- 
thren: For, {..: he, %ecutione remeta, & lata 
Cori/tus dici p3/,. . Legu fines remotas, ipſt non eſfen- 
tiales, -brinend,. iti (atisfeciiie: Ina remote, large 
Senſe, Curift nny be ſaid to farisfie the Law. But 
how ? not by obtaiming any End efſcntial tothe Lam, 
but theremote Ends of the Law; fcr its one ray 
} 


FR An. 


| [ 61 ] 


with 75 added, * That Gods harred of Sin and his Faſtices 
but {ire no leſs demon ftrated by Chriſis Satisfaftor, at 
"our }leaſt in a 1m4tter no lels congruous for obtaining all 
tion fthe ends ofuorernmenr,than it the Smmrers themſelves 
ſe a jhad been cCamred. 1{f we compare this clauſe of the 
Mragrapi with the foregoing part; we ſhall find.thar 
atif- That he ſaith, of | all rhe Ends of Government | muſt 
ſee, k uuderſtood, as he expreſics it of {all the remote 
pra 08s of the Law,] which are not efjential ro the Law, 
ted, nd may-in Mr. Baxters opinion, be obtained with- 


ut Chriſts bearing a preper Puniſhment, the true 


t he wincement of Gocs barred ro Sin, 
om- | 5+ That I cake Ar. B. right will further appear, 


y confidering the Paragraph next after this, where 


note 
ef- e aiſtinguiſherth between the Nrar and the Remote 
ngs Znds of the Law, aftirming. © That the Fins proxi- 


Ye- 


1h- : 
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5 of 1m, which doth enjoyn Obedience, ard threatens 


/2 puniſhment for Diſcbedience, 1s a part of rhe 
iLaw, ard it muſt not be ſaid that Chulk did pro- 
'perly ſarrsfie this End. But there is the Kemore End 
'of the Law, namely, the prevention of fin, the exer- 


{ciſe, and preſervation of Humane Righteouſneſs, and 


"demonſtration of Divine Juſtice, which 1s not the 
'Law it ſef\, altho' it's {o termed by the Juriſts, be- 
ceute rice Ends may be obraincd by Oofther Prans 
"than by Puniſhing. So that it's manitcl{t,he holds, 
\hat :heſe Ends might be obtained by the Lord Jes 
lvs, tho” he never bcre the puniſiment of our ſins, 
The Sarrsfadtion then that Ar. B. 1s for, is of ano- 


- ther nacure, than what is embraced by the Re- 


formed ; Ir is vx hat's done without Chriſt's ſuffer- 
ing a proper Puniſhment, and without a proper {arif- 
fying of the Law 3 For, ſaith he, properiy ipesking, 
Chriſt did no: Satigfie the Law it {e/f, nor did be 
}:operly /arfie the Near Cnd ol the Lam, 41. rhe 
anal part, N.et.p. 3.C.I. p. 47: - 
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A Second Conſideration. j 

2, The very Notion 44-. B. hath of Chriſt's Sa: 
tisfaftion is, not only diffzrent from what is em- 
braced by the Ortho ior, luc fuchas is ſo far from 
comprizing with if5 comms Chriſt's 'whar an 


proper Puniihmein:, as © <xciadeirt: It 1s what can i 
be made wichour 11:2 Lord Chrilt's raking on him ?! 
the Gailr of our {135 ; and what 1s inconſiitent with 
Chriſt's makiag a proper Satisf ation to the Law, it 

1. Thus much hs endeavours to prove from the } 
definition he vives of Satisfattion, which is thus, Se } 
trsfactio [tricte umpt a, eff Reddit io +/Equivalentis inde- | 
bitipro ipſo deviro 3 vel tantundem pro eodem, and by 
Indebitum, he mzans ſom-what of a diſtinct nature from * 
what the Law cx4cts*; (omewhat that is not properly 
Penal, and conſonintly by the Tquivalens, or Tan- \1 
tundem, he inteads what is very difterent from what 7 
15 Received and B2lieved by the Reformed. For, '! 
whereas the Cquivalent, in their Judgment, reſpeds 7 
the Puniſhment we deſerved, and in thoſe inſtances 7 
in which it's not the /am?, ir doth in its Valuation | 
bear a jut proportion thereunto 3 His Equivalent | 
doth not reſpe&t the Sutferings we deſerved, but ' 
the Remote Ends of the Laiv, and as it's adjuſted 
to thoſe Ends, tho' there be noching of che Nature 
of Puniſhment in it, yer is it an Equivalent. 

2. That this is his ſenſe of an Equivalent, 1s mani- 
teſt from his aſſerting, that Qui fines Legis Remotos 
alio Podo quam Puniendo obriner, Tantundem pre- | 
Rare putatur, acfi Peccatorem PuUnivillet ; ubs ſup. p.47. | 
This account Mr. B. gives of Satisfaction, is in the _ 
firſt Argument, he urgeth to prove, 'that properly 
ſpeaking,Chriſt did not ſatisfie the Law it ſelf. What | 
#, ( faith he ) impoſſible, Chriſt did not ado z but to 
ſatufie the Law, ſtrictly ſpeaking, is i-poſſible, The 
Minor he thus proves ; Satifattio ſtricte my 

edaitio 
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'Redditio ZE quivalentis indebiti, pro ipſo debito $ At in 
; ayſſibile eſt 3pſam eandem Legem (de qua loquimur) 
mmutare 1dem pro eguivalente. This is his Argu- 
went, in which lieth the main ſtreſs of his Cauſe, 
2 2 which methinks may be ſoon enervated, if we con- 
'1N ſider, as inceed we muſt, that the Poenai Sancion of 
im \the Law is not Abrogared ; that it is only Relaxed; 
ith dbat the Relav2tion is not of the Formal Nature of 

the Poenalty ſuffered, bur doth refpe&t the Perſon 
he uffering ; and ti 5; 10) the Relaxing be an at of 
9 Dominion, yet Gui «.x3&s and receives ſatisfaction, 
de- 1s a Refior qua tals, atiy not as 2 Reftor ſupra Leges: 
by | 3- The Learned Biſhop of # orceſeragainſt Crelins, 
09: 4p. 4. S 5. hath wito great clearneſs (rown,in what 
rly reſpects the Suftciings of Chriſt were the ſame with 
n- *#hat we deſerved.& in what If ances not. That they 
at were ſo far the ſame as to be a proper Paniſhment :and 
r, 8 thoſe circum flances, wherein there was a diffe- 
Qs pence, there Was an eZquivacnr. *Ne mcre is necel- 
& ary (faith his Lordſhip) to the delivery of another 
2 | Perſon, than the ſatisfying the Enas of the Law, and 
nt / Government, f\1:d, if that may be done by an e£quz- 
ut \valent Syfering. tho” not the ſame i» all re/petts, then 
xd it may be 2 proper Surrogation, If David had obtain- 
re ed his with, that be had Died fer his Son Abſolom, 

'it had not been neceflary in orcer to his Sens eſcape, 
i- ' thet be had banged by the hair of the head, as bis Son 
0s \did. And therefore, when the Lawyers fay, Subro- 
e- gatum japit Naturam ems in £19144 [CCH2 fubrogatur < 
7. 'Covarruvias tells us, 17 15 tO be underſtood fecunaum 
1e  Primordia'em Raturam, mon ſecundum Acctdentalems 
1 'from whence it appears that all Circumflances are 
at \not necef{ary to be the ſame 1 Suwrrogarion, bur that 
o '\the Nature of che Puniſhment FCmem the ame. Bur, 
e - 4. Mr. B. hath not in his e44#ivalent, 10 much as 
ſt the Formal Natare of Pumthment,nor at 115 et _ 
0 ent 
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valent Sufferings of Chriſt ſatisfaFory, as they teſpec 
the Proxime End of the Law, to wit, the Commina- 1 
tion, or Sanction ; bur as they are adjuſted ro obtain. 
ſuch other Ends of the Law as are not Eflential to ! 
the Law: and herein alſo lieth the Principal Reaſon | 
of Chriſt's Satisfaction, according to the Notion he 
hath framed of ic. Thus in one place (vis. p. 53.)he ? 
ſaith; © And becauſe the reaſon of SatisfaRion, lieth ? 
* in its being the Payment of an «£4quivalent, inſtead 

* of the Debe it /elf and the «Equivalent conſiſts in 7! 
*1ts Aptitude to obtain the ſame Ends of Govern. * 
*ment. and becauſe Oze End of Government is the ! 
* demonſtration of God's Puniſhing Fuſtice, and ano- | 
* ther End the demonſtration of God's SanRiity and * 
* Love, and the vindication of che Honour of his 
* Law; and becauſe God doth no les -effeQually Z 
* ſhow his Puniſhing Juſtice in the Puniſhment of # 
*Chriſt, than if he had detroved the World, andalſo F 
* hath no le(s evidently ſhown his San#ity, his Love Þ 
" of Goodneſs, and the Equity and Perfection of his Law i 
* by the Perfe& Holineſs and Obedience of Chrift, * 
* chan if we our ſelves had perfe&#1y obeyed it, it fol- 
* lows, that the puniſhment of Chri#t « ſatisfattion, and & 
* the Meritorious Goodneſs of Chriſt is ſatisfa&ion, but | 
* not in the ſame ſenſe with the former. Thus he,who #5 
indeed ſpeaks of Puniſbing Juftice, which cannot be # 
meant in any other ſenſe than ehar, in which he rakes 
Puniſhment it ſelf, in this Controvertie. I doubt not ( 
but thac he - + of Opinion, that by Extrinſecal De- 
nomination, Gods inice may by us, through our 
weakaets, be diftinzuithed according to irs reſpect ir 
to diverlity of Ooj=cts, by inadazquate CONCEPLIONS; | 
and that the Puriſhing Fnitice, he ſpeakss of, in this 
place, connoting only 20 improper Puniſhment, 1s 
from that connotation, tEy him denominated Puniſh- 
ing Juſtice in as improper a ſenſe, as he takes the 
Puniſhment it (eif to be. be 5, That 
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@ | 5- That I have not miſrepreſented 24. B. in the 
xccount I have given of his Notion about Puniſhing 


i IjaFice, is evident to me from the following conſt- 
ro JEFALIONS. 


I. Punitive Fu#tice, as it imports a PerfeQion, Na- . 
\ural in God, diſcovers it ſelf by inflicting proper 
\= ?uniſhments on Offenders. The Sufferings that are 
þ Jour materially, improperly, and analogically poenal,call'd 
4 Mr. Baxter as well as by Zimborch, Uicarious 
n ”iſbments, that is, Sufferings, which, tho' they are | 
;. Wt themſelves Puniſhments,are nevertheleſs in their 
Jace and ftead, flow not from Panitive Fuftice, taken 
Foperly, and are not Effects, or diſcoveries of it, but 


21 moſt they are and can be Acts only of Dominion. 
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dox uſe the words, he cloſes the Paragraph, in 
ich they lye thus ; Sed breviter, & Simpliciter 
» ficendum eſt, Deum peccata, & penas nobis remittere, 
p, ia Chriſtus hoc Perinit, & perfettione habituali, & 
|. & aZuali, & Penas vicarias ſubeundo. Thus you 
q it, he reduceth all he had ſaid before to the Perit 
it | Chriſt's Habitual and Afual PerfeRions, and to 
o iS Suffering Uicarious Punſhments, that 15, mate- 
e id, improper and aralogical Puniſhments, inſtead of. 
i bh as are properly penal; and therefore by Punitive 
F je cannot mean what the Orthodox do. 
2. WL 
+ 2, The reducing all to Perit doth further con- 

4 km my ſenſe of Mr. B. who in this very page afſu- , 
J » us, © That the Mediator could not procure our 

c Juſtification, and Salvation any otherwiſe than by 


« my of Perit, and becauſe nothing can more effe- 
. (ally Perit from the moſt Holy God, chan that 


- Which doth moſtly Pleaſe Pim, and nothing more 
F * Pleaſing 


SEE 

*Vleaſing to him than Goodneſs, Holineſs, Love, and 
* tuſtice, it follows that Chriſt could not more ef- 
* fkeclualiy Jecrir our Juſtification and Salvation, 
$ han by Cooareſs, Holineſs, Love, Juſtice and Obe- 
 41crice; and, by this inethod turning a proper Puniſh- 
wt WOO mcer Safferings, (which, as diveſted of their 
Pom Nature, Can 00 otherwiſe fall under the con- 
fiveration of a Law, but a5 enjoyned by a Precepr, 
which, he laitn, bejongs to the Mediatcrial Law,) 
theſe Sufterings alio are inade to be but Adts of 

bedience, and, 1n conjunction with other Mediato- 
rial Acts of the {ame nitue, are afhrin'd to be Me- 
ritorious 3 and this Merit relolved, in its Laſt Reſult, 
into Divine Pleaſure; I lay, in the Laſt Reſult, be: 
cauſe, he doth nor only aſſign unto tiie Divine 
Picaſure, che admiſſion of another on our behalf ; 
but will have it, thac che Merit it ſelf is of that, 
kind. which is no farther 4verirorions than as it doth,, 
and 0/7 3S it COLO [at:sfie the Divine Pleaſure, for 
as it is Pleaſing, fo it 04s, and proportionably as it" 
is moſt Plcaſing, ſo it's mot meritorious 5 whereby 
D;fributive Juſiice altogether, as well as Punitive, 
(which is but one Branch of zr) is excluded from: 
havicg any Glory upon the account of what Chriit: 
aid and fuftered, the whole of the Merit being from 
Divine Grace, and Acceptation: So far is 41r. B. from: 
owning, that Funitive Juſtice, taken properly 1s /-: 
?i:fied by the ſufferings of Chriſt. Belides, [1 

3. Mr. Baxter in{iſting fo very much on Satj++ 
fattion, as its Principal Reaſon lieth in its aptitude £0 
obtain che Remote Erds of the Law, leaves Go room' 
for doubt concerning his fenfe in this marter. For 
ſeeing the Formal Reaſon of Satisf attion, lyeti) in het 
Apiituae of what Chriſt did or ſuffered, 0 obtain, 
foie Kemore Enas, which, of what nature loeversy 
(> jog as they are &emore from the Santtion, theyf; 
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nd ';annot be ſatisfafory in the ſenſe embraced by the 
et- reformed, and the ſufterings themſelves can be no 
on, otherwiſe a ſatisfaction, than any other eximiocrn; 
be- pork, may be: and any other excellent work done by 
ſi- "him, may be as truly ſatisfactory, as his ſufferines : 2 
eir Notion which he freely acknowledgeth, p 55. where 
00- he ſaith, Refor, qua ſupra Leges, ſatisfattionem recipere 
Fl wes, etiam per opus aliquod P.eflantiſſimum, 
W, L 

of A third Conſideration, 
a0 3. That Mr. B. denies Chriſts S»fferings to be pro- 
Me 1erly Penal, is further evident from his holding, that 
ul, Chriſts Satisfa&i0n is not made to God as a Refor 
** 1a talis, but to him ;Sshe 15 a pars offenſa; an injured 
NC Lord and Benef aftor. 
itz r, The learned Grotiz, in the account he gives 
Natyf the ro5m $2, the Principal and Foundation Ers 
MN r, that runs through the Socimian Scheme, faith, 
forThar ir lies in their conſidering God in this great 
S It Tranſition, as a pars offenſa, a Creditor, a £ ord, or 
Ev Soveraign 3 and in Oppotition unto them, he proves, 
Ive,' Thar ro puniſh is not an AF corpetent to an offend- 
OM "ed Party, A5 ſuch M thar natarally the Pars offenſa, as 
mA Gch, hath no right in Paniſhment, That ro in- 
OMe Poniſhment belongs promo per /e to a Refor, 
OW is ſachs and that this right in the Re&or, 15 nor a 
1+ right of abſolute Dominion or of Credit; That God 

in exacting Sari;fation, 15 to be contidered ory 2$ 
al'iſ**q Rettor, whence it15, that the Syferinmgs Chriſt en- 
E 19\ dared when he made Satisfatticrz, mult be owned 
)OM'rg be an 4 of Jaſtice, and properly Penal. 
For >, Mr. Baxter on the other hand, is as expreſs, 
tieThar Gnd is not to be conſidered only as a Reftoy 
[ly ra! but a3 2 Keftor ſupra Leges, as 4 Pars offenja, 
Vernng as an ir14ed Lord 200 Benefattor 3 that properly 
he peaking, we mutt not 'ay; That Chriſt ſatisfied the 
ina? 72 Legiſlator, 
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Leoiflator, qua tals tantum, but the Rettor, qua ſupra 
Z.eges, That although Ged conſidered only as a Rec- 
tor exatis Puniſhments formally, as ſuch, yet God re> 
quires them qua Satisfatory, not Only as a Refor, but : 
as a Lord and Benefat/or, vindicating his own Glory, 
{ee Meth. Part 3. Þ. 47,51, 555. 

3. The learned Mr. B. being ſo full in the decla- 
ration of bis Mind io this Point, and over and over 
averrine, that Deum Satisfaflionem recepiſſe, non tantum 
qua Fud icem, ſed etiam, qua Dominum & Benefatltorem 
offenſam ; we have the greateſt reaſon to conclude, . 
that the Satisfattion he 15 for, cannot (as Grotizs well 
obſerves)be at all unto God as a Redor qua ralis. Non 
poteſt enim idem duobus diverſis tribui qua talibus;, nor 
can it include any thing within its compaſs, that is, . 
properly Penal, fo long as the A of puniſhing doth . 
not belong only tO a Rettor as [ach, s 

4. That I take Mr. B. right, appears to me very . 
manifeſt, from what he hath in the firſt Part of bu. 
Methodus cap. 15. where he ſaith, * That after Gro- 

 * eis his Book de Satisfaftione had been publiſhed, | 
**twas made a Queſtion, Whether God punifherh | 
* Sinners either as an abſolute Lord and Soveraign, Or 
© as pars offenſaz or only as a Retor ſecundum Leges : 
To which he diſtinctly anſwers in theſe words, pal- 
ſing by the Opinions of others. The Truth is, 1. * No ,* 
*Sins do really hurt God. However, 2. They are , 
© injurious to God. 3. There is a threefold Kight ,/ 
© of God, quantum in ſe, firack at. 1. © A Right . 
© of Dominion by alienating and denying his own ? 
© quoed uſum. 2, A Right of Empire by Revellion, C 
© 2nd a denyal of that Obedience which is due * 

_ © unto him. 3. The Right of Friendſhip by with- # 

* © holding their Love, and by an ungrateful abuſe of 
«© his Benefits. 4. Thele violated Rights, God may vin- 5: 


© dicate in each of theſe Re/ations. 5. God therefore : 
: i5 
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Rec. 15 an Atfor, not only 2s he is a Rector, but as he is 3 
| re» 14rs offenſa, although nor realiter £aſu. 6. Thus 
but much appears with the greateſt ciexrnels, 5Caule, 
ory, though the publick, Good is the end of bumane Regi- 

ment, yet the Glory of God hizzſelf, his Complacey- 
c[2. £2 or Pleaſure, is the end of Divine Government and 
ver of every thing beſides. But, 7. To Fudge formally, 
tum belongs tO A Rector as ſuch, 2nd not ity 1 Lord or Be- 
rem "factor as ſuch. 8. However, when God judgerh 
de, 'he doth not diveſt himſelf of the Relations of 4 Lord 


/ 


el] and Berefacror ; but theſe Relations are to be con- 
» ltdered, as connoted and inſeparable in a 7u4ge, 
or 9- When God is called pars offeſz,ive do not mean 
is, Pars equals, or one offended againit that Juſtice, 
mh Which is meerly commutative: But we intend no 

more than the /apreme Lord of all, the Rector and 
ry  Benefactor is offended by them who are hi own, his 
hi, Subjects, but diſobedient and ungrateful, 1/a. 1.2, 3,4. 
-o. Exth, 18. 4. God therefore doth exact Puniſhmene 
d, not only for conſerving the order and good of the 
1h World 3 but alſo finally for his own Glory, to de- 
5x Monſtrate his Holineſs and F»ſtice, Becauſe his 
;> Glory isthe end of his Goverament, God therefore 
f- doth exact Puniſhments, not only as a Recror bur as 
lo , 40 772747 ed Lord and Benefactor, And although he 
e Judgeth formally, as a Rector ſecundum Leges, prizes a 
+ ſe datas, yet as connoting. his other Relations, that 
14 15, a$4 Rector who is an offended Lord and Father. 
n 50 far Mr. Baxter, who ſcruples not to declare, that 
; God in requiring Satisfaction, is not to be con{tder- 
> ed only as a Rector ſecundum Leges, as {uch, but asan 
. Injured Soveraign and Benefactor, and as 4 Rector ſuprs 
f Leges, whence it muſt be acknowlecged, that Chritts 
- Suferings Could not be properly Pzxaal, That they 
are no other than what are exacted by an injured 


. Lord and Benefactor, or aSa Rector [Pra Leves, who, 
I = oi# 
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a ſuch, exacts not Puniſhment, formally as ſuch; 
and that therefore the puniſhment can be bur im- 


enim 


* their ways of Punifhment. And becauſe God's 
7 Kingdom is Paternal, where all that the Subjes 
* enjoy belong ro the Ruler, and where Love bears 
* Pominion 1n the Government, the with-holding 
* Divine Penefits, is not in a forced, or improper, 
* bur in a moſt eminent ſenſe called Divine Puniſh. 


{ 
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5. This. paſſage of Mr. Baxter doth fully clear . 


it, that in his Opinion Chrii:'s Sufterings are not 
froper Puniſhment s, And to, in condeſ{cention to 
the weak, heyielded fo far as to accommocate his 
way of writing to them, who diftered from him, 
uſti;s ſundry Terms and Phraſes, which the Ortho- 
dox have choſen and eſtabliihed as explicating the 
Trot moſt diſftinatly, and with the greateſt plain- 
nels, yet did he openly oppoſe the uſe of other 
Terms 2no Phraſes, ſuch is Chrii#s Snfferings, and 
Dying in the Perſon of Sinners. &C. and took partt- 
CUlar care to diſcover his free weaning 5 thar we 
miglic not think he did rake even thoſe he uled, 
1 the ſame ſenſe, in which they are uſed by the 
rehodox. For, it appearcih very convincingly 
ro me, it is 3 fared Judgment, that God exacts 
formic 26d proprr Paniſhment only as a Rector gu? 


J 


jdlis 5 and © 43 irjered Lord and Benefactor, be 
EGCCULTS 07470gioat 1 amifhment ; and that when God, 
as 
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hs $5 2 Benefactor, with-holds his Benchrs, be may be 
im. ud to puniſh, and fo far, and in what ſenſe he 
41, nay be faid to puniſh, he may be f{2id to glo- 
mt, 'nC his Puniſhing Jaltice; but not as an Infurcd 
et lord and Benefactor, And he rot exiting Pu- 
uihments taken properly 3nd formally, the p4- 
ſong Fuſtice Mr; Baxter (peaks of. is rot taken 
e 0 a proper fenſe; for Puniſhing Juſtice thus ta- 
en, belongs only to 4 Rector, gue talis. | 
Thelſe Confiderations may faftice to vindicare 
's ny Charge, [_ Thit Mr. Baxter aenieth Chris Suf-- 
tc erings to be a proper Pumſhment ] from the IgG 
ant and Rude Affauirs of my Adve:iary ; who, 
f he had kept more cloſely ro his Studies, and 
ninded Things more than 7:4ccenr Fords, could 
;. ever have been impoſed upon, as in this Port 
be has been. And certain I am, that if the Learned 
nd plain-hearted Mr. Baxter had been alive, he 
t yould thank neicher Mr. Wilians, nor Mr. Al/op 
o for their Attempts to conceal his true ſenſe of 
theſe Points from the Worid. 
Before I cloſe this Diſcourſe, | will fer down 
1 ſommary of Mr. Baxter's Belief in thefe matters, 
particularly, © That Chriſt's ſufferings were not 
'ex Obligatione Legis 3 Thar our (1n5 were not the 
'\near impullive, or proper meritorious cauſe 
' of8 his ſufferings z Thar his ſufferings were not 
* properly and formally poenal;z That no ſufferings 
'2re properly puniſhments, but what are inflicted 
\ *on the Delinquent himſelf; That when Parents 
 *{5,and their Children ſuffer,their ſufferings are not 
 * properly and formally, but materially, improperly and 
\© znalopically penal , That Chriſt, (properly ſpeak- 
'in2) did m0: [arisfie the Law, nor God, as a Reftor, 
' 2u8 talis Only, but as a Reffor ſupra Leges, as A pars 
*ofenſa, 45 an Injured Lord and Benefactor ; That a 
F 4 * PLOPpeEr 
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* proper ſtrict Satisfaction is the ſolution, or pay- 
* ment of an A£quivalent, which was wot due for 
* whar was due ; That the «Equivalence lyeth in an 


* aptitude to anſwer the Remote Ends of the Law; + 


* That an anſwering the Remore Ends of the Law, 
* 1s of a diſtin&t nature from anſwering its Obli- 


* gations or Penal Sanction; That the Obligation 
* Chriſt lay under to ſuffer, aroſe only from the - 


* Mediatorial Precept, and Chriſt's voluntary Spon- 
* ſion; That what anſwers only the Pracept of a 
* Law, and is only an Act of Obedience, cannot, 
* conſidered as ſuch, be a puniſhment 3 That the 
* true Reaſon, why Chriſt's ſufferings are ſaid to 
* be pcenal, is becauſe of their matter, which is 
* painful and dolorous ; Thar the Juſtice of God, 
* which Chriſt ſarished, tho* called punirive, yet 
* muſt not be underſtood 1n a ftrice ſenſe, for that 
* puniſhing Juſtice, from waence a proper puniſhment 
* doth flow; That Chriſt's entire Righceouſnels 
* was his performance of the Conditiva of his 
© Covenant with the Father ; and his performance 
© of that Condition was iis meritorivus Title to God's 
* promiſed Effects That tho' the matter of the Cove- 
* venaut of Works was taken into the Mediatorial 
* law, yer Chriit was never under the Formal 
* Os!;g2rio7 of the Law of Works, nor did be 
*ſtri-tly merit according to its Rule. 

This 13 aa impartial Account of Mr. Baxter's 
Sentinents rouchins the Nature of Chriſt's Sati- 
facti:n and Acrit; and, as this Notion 15 diitinct 
from what is embraced by the Reformed, fo, whillt 
he uſes the fame Terms the Ortnodox do, yet If 
iS in a different ſenſe. For by the words [ Puniſh 
ment, Puniſhing Tuitice, Chris Righteouſneſs and 
Alrit, yea and proper Satisfaction] he doth ( as [ 
have already fuggeſted) intend quite _— 
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- thing than the Proteſtants do: And, becauſe 
r theſe Terms and Phraſes are not in Scripture, 
n . 2e- 1s not for an infiſting on their uſe againſt the 
; | ocinians, De Nomine [ vid. Satisfactionis ] 10: 
, mnltum Litigandum eſt : & ſiqgui Sociniani, aut alii 
- Satisfationis rower, quia in Sacris Literis non re- 
n 'eritur, repudiant neceſſitatem Nominis, non aſſerere 
e tebemus : Meth. Theol. part. 3. cap. 1. Diterm. 12. 
|- |}. 49. 
Burt, in oppoſition hereunto, the Learned Dr. 

, ITdwards expreſſeth himſelf thus: * The words 
e vid. Satisfattion and Merit] are now adopted by 
5 the Church, inſerted into her Homilies and L5- 
s 'rwrgies, they are part of the Carholick Faith, and 
, beeome the Common Language of all- Chriſtians. 
t So that we cannot lay them aſide, withour giving 
t infinite offence, and ſcandal to all our Friends of 
t ' the Reformation, and at the ſame time of afford- 
5s *ing matter of Bo2/ting and Triumph to our Ad- 
5s *verſaries of the Church of Rome 3 who have long 
e * (ince told the World, that we are grown weary 
's *of our Old Religion, and are all ready to turn 
. *Socinians, Belides all this, it will juſtifie in 
| '*great meaſure the Calumaies of our Modern 
i © Unitarians who will exceedingly triumph to find 
e | © their ſuſpicion made good, vis, that we ſecretly 

\ favcur their Impious Opinions : and that if it 
's *were not for the Biaſs, that # given to our minds ; 
ſ- *ty the Awe of our Superiours, and the Love of 
t * ow Preferments, we would ſoon take off che Mask, 
| *ard diſcover our True Sentiments in their fa- 
If * voir, -Preſervat. againſt Socin, Part.3. p. TIO. 
J- What this Learned Perſon offers againſt the 
d very Notion of Mr. Baxter, as well as of Cur- 
I celeunnd Limberch, I do humbly recommend to the | 
r confideacion not only of Mr. 4p, but of all the 
g | Brethrezs 
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Brethren at Little St, Hellens, and do with with all 
my heare, that Mr. 4/op may be enabled ro weigh 
with deliberation and ſobernels, whether there be 
the leaſt Reaſon for his declaring ſo poſitively, 
That neither Mr, Williams, nor Mr. Baxter deny 
Chriſt's Sufferings to be proper puniſhments? ot 
what pleaſure it can afford him, on a Dying Bed, 
to conlider- what countenance he has given fo the 
very Notions he now would be thought ro abhor: 
How he hath diſcouraged, yea reviled them. who 
appear in the Defence of thoſe Truths, which c 
nearly affect our Salvation *? And how much he 
hath ſtrengthened the hands of them, who holc 
ſuch Opinions as open a Door for the letting in 
the very Abominations we are at this time in moſt 
danger of: For, the very Engine choſen by the 
Sccinian Combinators in the year 1546, as moſt like- 
ly to introduce their Impious Herefies, was the: 
corrupting the Doctrine of our Blefled Saviour: 
Satisfattion. As Wiſſowatius, 10 his Compendions Nar 
rati9, in tie mention he makes of the /raliom 
Combinators, tells us, 1t was to bring the Received 
Opinion of the Trinity inty doubt ; fo Sandimin 
his fn Tintarian Biliiothee, p. 18, ſpeaking of 
rneir Colledges and (071[ercnces, a dS, 11 quibits pO- 
mfhoaum Doamara vilgaria de Tringtite, ac Chill 
Satistactione, bi/q; fmilia in Lubium revocabants 
And what is remarkable. Lubicniecizs, 10 his Et- 
{tory of the Tolnnian Reformatiin, lib, 2, 0, 1. D- 
gEnuouily confeſlern, that 'tivis aito their care to 
infiraate, that 1 the Article ot juftification, an 
applying the Meric of Chriit unto us by Faith 
alone, was one of thoſe Opinions, introduced by 
the Greek Poiloſophers. 

wr Of thele things I] tzke the more notice, becauſe 
at this time, as Mr. Hfiliams doth, not ony COr- 
rupt 
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 - rupt the DoGrine of Chris Sari;fa8ion, but that 
| _ other of Juſtification ;, in like manner, He doth as 
| | theſe Socinians did, ſubſcribe with a diſtinction, 
{ſecuring his' own ſenſe, 2nd carries it ſo ſubdo- 
louſly, as ro influence ſome worthy Divines, who 
' are ſound in the Faith, ro give roo mach Repu- 
| tation unto him, and conſequently ro his Errone- 
 ! ous Opinions. I can hardly forbear rhe mention of 
an Aged Divine, who hath been Mr. Witiams his 
Tool to the hindring a Re-Union ;' but at this 
time I will ſpare him. And only add, that Mr. 
Williams a&ts fo like unto theſe Combinators, that 
unleſs fome more than ordinary care be taken to 
rive check unto him, his ſuccels may bear ſome 
' froportion to what Lelivs Socinus, Blandrata and 
' ſome others of that way, had in Poland. What 
Reputation Blandrata had amongſt the Orthodox, 
notwithſtanding the Indefatigable Pains of fo great 
2 Man, as Calvin, to diſcover his Hypocrifie, I have 
ſhown in my Growth of Errour, and in this place 
will obſerve whac I have met with concerning 
Franciſcus Liſmaninus, who carried it fo crafly, as 
to obtain'a great Intereſt in the Eſteem of the RE- 
formed, in general, and of Calvin and Zanchy, in 
particular. Lubieniecias, 10 his Polontan Hiſtory, 
lib. 2. c. 2. ſaith, that Calvin, in a Letter to the 
King of Poland, highly applauded Liſmaninus, tho' 
the Publiſher of his Epiſtles did unfairly omir the 
mention of his Name ; and ſure I am, thar, he 
joyn'd with other Polonjan Divines in a Letter to 
Z.anchy, in which, he,with them,expreſfleth hiniſelf fo 
Orthodoxly, that Zanchy in anſwer unto them could 
not but rejoyce exceedingly, to underſtand that ſo 
much #otineſs and Truth was amongſt them, which 
was about the year of our Lord 1:62,63. and yet 
long before this time Wiſowatizs dates H——_ 
| is 
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his being influenced by Lelius Socinus to embrace 


his Opinions even about the year 1552, 53. Andit's 
very probable, the Concealment of his zereſie from 
the Notice of the Orthodox, was continued anto the 
Day of his Fatal! Cataſtrophe ; which, as Sanding, 
Bibl. Anti-Trin, p. 35- obſerves out of Budzinius his 


Hiſtory, was by his falling into a Well. (where he _ 


was Drowned, )whea in a Phrenfre,occatian'd by his 
Wifes being ſuſpected guilty of Adzs/tery.] For it's 
conjectured, that his Death was not long after he 
joyn'd,in the above mentioned Lerter,with Gregorius 


Crovitias, at that time Socinians, who by ſheltring 
themſelves amongſt the Orthodox, had gain'd ſuch 
Advantages for the Propagating their Impious Opi- 
nions, as to put an effectual ſtop to the ſpreading 
of the Truth in that Kingdom, which, for the moi} 
part, hath been ever ſince PopiſÞ and Socinian, 
What I have ſaid, will, I hope, clear it to 
them, who ſincerely deſire the Knowledge of what 
itis that doth really lye at the bottom of the pre- 
fent Heats, That our Differences are in Points of 
the greateſt weight, and that the Contention on our 
part is, th2t the Doctrine of Chriſt's Satisfaction 
way be (ſecured from the Inſults of 44r, Ws. and 
his followers. For, in a word, the true State of 
the Caſe is thus: Mr. Williams in his Writings, 
{2/liog in with che Learned Mr. Baxter, tiach cor- 
rupted the Do<&rine of our Sivicur's Satisfaction ; 
The fir Book, in which he 1aid the Foundation 


of the whole, he hath ſince advanced, came forth | 


under the countenance of the St. Hellens Mi- 
niſters, for above forty of their Hands are un- 
zo 2a Teſtmonial prefixed unto it. In which, 


Pauli,Staniſlaus Lathomisks, Paulus Gilovius & Martinus - 


gs 
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it is declared, that the Traths, and Errours therein | - 


mentioned as ſuch, are fully and rightly Fated p 
a 


| 


: 


i 
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all that is material. Several Exceptions have been 
made againſt this Book, fervent deſires: that our 
| + Brethren, whoſe Hands are to it, would recall 
\ | them. Thys never yet done, but when ſome of the - 
' moſt Eminent of our Brethren ſent a Paper ſecu- 
\ ring the DoGrines of Chriſt's Satisfaction, and 
our Juſitfication, in oppoſition to Mr. Hilhams his 
Errours, which greatly rejoyced the hearts of the 
| Grieved Brethren 3 a Check was pur thereunto by 
' them, who meet at Little Sr, Hellens, and another 
Paper cempoſed., which brcke down thoſe Par- 
riers which were inſerted in the Firſt Paper, on 
, purpoſe ro ſecure the Truth againſt the 'Sociniani- 
wing Arminians. This laſt Paper encreaſing the Of- 
fence given by Mr. Williams; the offended Brethren 
earneſtly defired chat they would joyn with the 
moſt Eminent of- their own Number in the firſt 
Paper. To this never any - Anſwer return'd, but 
various Miſrepreſentations given of Matters of 
Fact, which occaſioned the Publiſhing a Sheet of 
Paper, entituld, Zhe Report, &c. This is followed 
with a Scandalcus Rebuke, written by Mr. Alſop, in 
which, without the leaſt provocation he Rails 
againſt all tne Congregational Churches, Minifkers - : 
and Peerple, cal:ing *'em Petty Foggers, Intreaguers, 
Whafing Whelps, Weftiff Dogs, Roſacruſions, and the , - 
like. Some time after this, cut comes a Book: © 
cailed, An Anſwer ro the Report, ſaid by Mr. Wii- 
liams, to be compoſed by a Committee of the Saint 
| Hellens Brethren; to this are annexed two Letters, 
the one from the &. Reverend the Lord Biſhop of W Or = 
' cefter, the other From the Reverend Dr. Eawearas, + 
Principal of Jeſus Colledge Oxon, in which the Truths 
we own are expained and aflerted. 
Thus, inſtead of examining Mr,#ams his Bock, 


| and Recalling cheir Hands, or witneſſing _— 
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the Errours in it, the Miniſters at Lirrle Sr, Hellen:, 


who formeriy took ſpecial care to keep themſelves 
(as conſidered collectively ) at a diſtance from the 
Conteſt, have now made themſelves Parties, not 
only by their Anfwer to the Report, which contains 
in it a Plea for Mr. Wi!/;ams his Notions, but alfo 
by their approval of Mr. Alſop's ſcurrulous and 
falſe Charge againſt che Congregational Brethren, 
which 1s 57 only evident from their not teſtifying 
againſt the Bzrbiricy of the Abuſe, bur from their 
careſling him for it. 


n - ties 2. 


And whereas they ſay, the Difference is only 


about words, or mcdes of expreſſion, you have it 
here folly proved that it is in ſuch Points, as affet 
the very Vitals of our Holy Religion. For, Juſtifica- 
tion, by that Righteonſncſs of Chriſt which anſwers 


the Law of Works is rejected, for a Righteouſneſs of -. 


Chriſt which lyerh entirely and ſolely in the per- 


formance of the Conditions of the Mediatorial Co- | 
 venant under which we never were. Beſides, that 


Satisfaction, which lyerth in anſwering the Obltga- 
tions of the Violated Law by Chriſt's ſuffering a 
proper Puniithment 1s rejz&ed, for a Satisfaction, 
which only anſwers ſome Remote Ends of the Law, 
which was done without Chriſt's bearing a proper 
Punithment. And that theſe things ares of impor- 
tance, I doubt not but my Lord B:ſhop of Worceſter, 
and the Principal of Feſws, to whom I have Appeal- 
ed, will with Conviction demonſtrate. 

Bur, wheras Mr. Williams, to drown the Charge 


againſt himſelf, makes a Notfe of Antinomiarnim as | 


embraced by the Congregational, it muit be noted, 
that there was never any Charge brought 1n ag2inſt 
them by Mr. #4l/;ams, or any other to the Minitters 
at Little Se. Hellens, vwihilit they were amongſt them, 
nor a0y where elfe that I know, nor did the Conr 
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\gregational ſet their Names to any Book charge- 
able with Antinomianiſm, unleſs three, or four of 
them, with as many more of their Presbyterian 
Brethren to a Teſtimonial before Dr. Criſps Book ; 
which was before the Union commenced. 

* This being a ſhore, but Imparctial State of the 
 Controvertie, I do with the urmoſt Fervour be- 
 feech the Erethren who meet at Sr. Helens, more 
pirticularly the Reverend Mr. Hammond to clear 
themſelves from having any hand in approving of 
Mr. Viliams and Mr. Aiſcp's unbrotherly Falſe and 
Railing Accuſations, whereby they will remove 
that Block, which they have thrown in the way. to 
hinder Conciliatory Endeavours, and greatjy exht- 
lerate the Spirits of their Injured and Grieved Bre- 
thren, who I doubt not, will concur with them in 
vwitnefhng gainſt the Errours on the other Ex- +» 
creme, if they at Sr. Hellens will but joyn heartily 
with them in Aſﬀerting thoſe great Articles of 
Chriſt's Sarisſattion and Merit, which have been| 
very diſtin&ly taught by the Church from the be- * 
ginning, as Yoſſius and Grorins declare in the #re- 
face to that Excellent Diſcourſe of the Latrer Ve 
Satisfatiiont, V here it's ſaid, C 4 vers DUO nobrs pe- 
periſſe Chrijfum dixerimus,. Impuritatem., © Pre- 
mum, ud (:ticfactioni, Fc merico Chritti diffincee - 
Tribujit vetus Eccleſia, both which are cfte&ually (e- 
cured in the Firft Vaper, 


A Learned Brother, whoſe Conciliating Attempts 
ire very pie: {ng to me, having ſent me his thoughts 
on this Controverlie : I thank him heartily for its 
craving his Opinioa of my Appeal, and of this Dif 
courſe, that I may 6difpoſe of tis Letter to the 
Churches greater Service. 
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